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Obfervationum Selettarum ad Rem Litterariam Spefantium. To- 
mus Quartus: 1.e. Sele& Obfervations relating to Learning. 
Vol. IV. Printed at Ha// in Saxony. In $* Pages 462. 


HLS Volume contains 21 Differtations. 
1. The two firft treat of the Life and Works of Fohsz 
Fames Boiffard. We have here his Lite copied from a 
MS. written before his Death, which is inferred at 
large. It contains but three Pages, which relate in a few Words 
the principal Things that befel. that Author, from his Birth in 
1558 to 1587, when he was living at Mets in Lorrain, which 
was very near his own Country, he being a Native of Be/ancon. 
Every one knows how much Borffard lov’d Antiquities, and what 
a curious Colle&ion he had made them, and how they were loft 
at Mombeliard, where he left them with his-Sifter, when the 
Lorrainers ravag’d Franche-Comté. i 
After Boiffard’s Life we have a Catalogue and Account of his 
Works. His Roman Antiquities are much efteenfd, and worth 
to be read by all Men. It’s true, it’s a very dear Book, becauf 
is very icarce, 


: at number of Cuts init, and becawfe it 
Sal aay Dddd 2 but 
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but it wants gocd Indexes ; upon which~Account the Works o 
Gruterus and Reinefius are preterable to it. | 

Bor/jand wrote another Treatife of the Original and Pittures of 
the Gods, which was never publifh’d, but lies hid perhaps in the 
Clofat of fome curious Perfon. His Treatife, De Drvinatione €9 
Preftigiis Magicis, is a pofthumous Piece, and become very 
{carce. There were two Editions of it, one at Hanax in.1614, 
in 4°. and the other at Oppenheim, in 1625, in Fol. Some have 
confounded this laft Treatifé with that de Origine Deorum ; but 
they are miftaken, fince Bosffard frequently refers us in: that de 
Divinatione, to that de Origine Deorum. 

2. The 3d Obfervation fhews, that: originally the Ancients 
reckon’d but three Mufes, and fhews how afterwards they made 
them nine. Here we have fome Refle€tions on a pailage in 
St. Augu/tin, and on another in P/utarch, where they treat of the 
Mutfes, and which fhews that anciently the name of Poefie was 
fometimes taken for that of Grammar. 

3. The ath Obfervation treats of the Di Imdigetes, of the 
Cuftom of bleffing with three Fingers, and of another fuperftiti- 
ous Cuftom of ufing three Fingers in certain Heathen Ceremonies, 
The Romans called Di: Indigetes, thofe Men who for their no- 
ble A&tions were rank’d amongft the Gods. We have feveral 
Etymologies of this name, but our Author thinks that it comes 
from the Latin word Indigitare, which fignifes the fame thing as 
invocare, to invoke. So thar the Di Indigetes were thofe who 
deferv’d to be invok’d after their death. : 

The Etymology that Reucblinus gives us of the word Indigitare 
is fingular, and has. but a fandy Foundation. He fays that the 
Romans ufed to blefé the. People by lifting up the three firft Fin- 
gers of the Hand and bending the two others: That they call’d 
this Iridigitare, and wrote it thus, III digitare, as they wrote 
Hl Conful ; that fome ignorant Perfon taking the three I’s for an 
sand.an 2, made it Indigitare. Reuchlinus wrote this p 
Difcovery to Petrus Galatinus; who anfwer’d, That he never 
read what Rewch/imus told him ; but that among the Jews, when 
the High Prieft bleis’d the People, he fpread his two.Hands be-. 
fore his Face, that when he pronoune’d the.Name of God, con- 
fifting of four Letters, he lifted up three Fingers of each Hand, 
viz, the Thumb, the fore and the middle Finger, bending the 
othe: two to the Palm of his Hand, and after he had pronounc’d 


Ges. Name, ne wnised, eke. thats Fingers. Galata added 
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that this fhew’d that by this word was meant the Trintiy of Per- 
fons, and the Unity of Effence in the Deity. Rexchlinus anfwerd 
That it was no matter whether this Cuftom of bleiling with 
three Fingers was borrow’d from the Jews or Romans. 

This Fancy is refuted by learned Men, who don’t think it pro- 
bable that the Chriitians borrow’d this Ceremony fiom the Hea- 
thens, fince it’s very uncertain whether the ancient Romans made 
ufe of it ornot. It feems more probable to our Authors, that 
the Chriftians took it from the Jews, or invented it themfelves 
to have always before their Eyes an Image of the Trinity of Di- 
vine.Perfons in the Unity of the Effence. 

4. The.5th Obfervation treats of the three principal Vices, 
to-which it feems we may.reduce all the reft, we. Pride, Ava. 
rice and Luxury, according to this noted Diftich. ! 


Ambitiofus Honos, & Opes, & feeda Volupras, 


Hee tria,, pro trino Numine, Mundas babet. 


Our“Author fhews, that others have diftinguith’d. the Vices in 
another manner ; but that this diftin€tion is tounded on the Scii- 
pture, that the ancient Fathers ufed it, and the Modern Divines 
do the fame, nor was it unknown to the Heathens. It’s certain 
that this. diftin@iion may have fome ground in Scripture, but we 
can’t but. laugh when we hear the Great St. Augu/fin finding iz 
in the Sentence God gave againft the Serpent that tempted Eva, 
which the LXX have tranflated thus, Gex, 3. 14: how shalt 
craw! on thy Breaft, and-on thy Belly all the days of iby life. By 
the Breaft, fays the Bihop of Hippo, we are to underitand Prides 
by the Bel/y, the Defires of the Fiefh.; and by whar is added, 
thou fbalt eat.the Daft; the Curiofity, which penetrates only Tem- 
poral and-Earthly Things. By the word Curio/ity, we are: to unr 
derftand Avarice. 

5- The 6th Obfesvation fhews that the word Capiditas is usd 
for that of Avaritia inthe Vulgar Tranflation, and: feveral other 
Authors. That Maxim of St. Paul, that Covetoufne/s is the root 
of all. Evils, is thus, exprefled-by the Latin Interpreter, Rudix 
omninm malorum eft Cupiditas. Perhaps he delign’d to explain 
the Greck word aapwe'e, by Cupiditas Nummorum, the defire of 
Money, and that-this laft-word was-mifled-by the Copiers, ~ But 
tho” we may poffibly quote fome.Authors of a pure.Latio Style, 


who Have ufedthe word Cypidiras to fignife Covesou/nz/s,. yet 
= ita. 
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it’s much more common -among thofe Chriftian Authors who 
have wrote in Latin, and who probably follow’d the Vulgar 
Tranflation. ¢ 9 , x 

6, The 7th Obfervation contains a Specimen of the Index E%.- 
__-purgatorius, Mention’d in the laft Volume *, which we accounted 

tor lately. | 7 

7. The 8th Obfervation treats of the Rights of the’ States of 
the Empire to make Peace and ‘War, confidering thei ‘as parti- 
cular Sovereigns of certain Countries. Our Author maintains 
that no State of the Empire may make War upon another that 
has done ’em an Injury, fince there is a Chamber ere€ted on pur- 

ofe to decide all Ditterences that may arife among the Mem- 

ers of the Empire. He declares alfo, that no particular State 
of Germany has a Right to declare War againft a Foreign Prince, 
but ought firft to implore the Affiftance of the Empire to do him 
Juftice ; and fays, they that maintain the contrary, can prove 
it by no Law of thekmpire: This and his other Affertions he 
proves at large. 

8. The famous Book, intituled, Epiftole Obfcurorum Virorum, 
is the Subje€&t of the oth Obfervation, °Tis well known that 
thofe Letters were wrote on occafion of Reuchlinus’s Difpute 
with the Monks of Cologne, who condemn’d all the Jewifh Books 
to be burnt, without excepting any. Some attributed thefe Let- 
ters to Reuchlinus himfelf, but our Authors prove that they are 
miftaken, and pretend that U/ric Hutten was the Author of'a 
great part of them, and procur’d the reft to be publifh’d. 

Moft of thefe Letters are addrefléd to Ortuinus Gratius, be- 
caufe the faid Ortwinus had wrote the Apology of the Divines 
of Cologne againft Reuchlinus. He opos'd to thefé Epiftles, the 
Lamentationes Obfcurorum Virerum, which wete printed at Co- 
dogne in 1518 and 1649. The fame Perfon publiffd in 1535, 
Epiftole Clarorum Virorum. ER DIENT 

9. The roth Obfervation treats of certain Figures and Infcti- 
ptions that were in fome Churches of Germany, and of others 
that are found in fome MSS. and printed Books, which fhew 
the oppofition that there is between Chrift and Anti-Chrift. The 
Authors of thefe kind of Inftriptions and Figures défign’d to 
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reprefent the Corruptions ‘Of the Pope of Rome ard. his Court, 
which they durft not do openly. Some of thofe Figures are 
older than the Reformation, and the reftare much of the fame 
ftanding, This Obfervation ‘is full of German Infcriptions, 
wherefore we cannot pretend to give an exact Account of it, on- 
ly *rwrere to he with’d, that no Authors wold) infert any Pat 
fage in any Language’ different, from, thac tlicy write in, unless 
they tranflated it, or at leaft gave the fubftance of in |. 

10. The 11th Obfervation, is an Avridgment of feveral fmall 
Treatifes of Law, compos’d by M. Hertixs, 

11. The 12th Obfervation is the fequel .of the 21ft Obferva- 
tion of the 1ft Volume, * which treats.of Wiliam Pofte/. Ha- 
ving excufed him for ‘his Treatife De Virgine, Veneta, and. fayou- 
rably interpreted what feem’d moft odd in it, we have a Lift of 
the chief of his particular Opinions. 

I, He would explain and prove all the Myfteries of Religion 
by Reafon. , | | 

[l. He believ’'d thatthe Human Soul of Jefiis Chrift-was crea- 
ted and united with the Eternal Word before the Woild, na 

According to this ‘Principle he taught four Nativities of Je- 
fs Chrift. The firft, by which the Son of God was begotten 
of the Father from all Eternity. By the 2d, Wifdom, the Word, 
Truth, Life; and other finite and created Perfe€tions were united 
with the Infinite. Our. Author thinks this to beexactly the Opi- 
nion of the Cabbaliftical Jews. By the 3d. Birth, Chrift was 
made Man, born of a Virgin by the Operation of the Holy Spi. 
rit. ©The 4th Birth, is that which is done in the Eucharift,where 
he fays Jefus Chrift is properly found, after the manner of a true 
Subftance, without any outward cover of Accidents, . 

If.’ Pofte’s 34. Opinion is, that we-find written in,.the Hea- 
vens in Hebrew’ Chara€ters, ‘form’d by ‘the ranging of the Starsy 
all that is in Nature. “His wordsin his Commentary on the 7e- 
zirab ase as follow. + ‘ If I fhould fay that I have feen inthe 
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* See Hiffory. of the Works of the Learned, Vol, 4; for Febmary, 1762. Page 





89. | to soils 

*; Si dixero me vidiffe in ccelo, in ipfis Lingus Sanéte Characteribus, ab 
Efra primum public® expofitis, ommia que {unt in ream natura conftituta, 
ut vidi non explicité, fed implicité, vix ‘ullus mihi erediderit, tamen-teltis 
Deus & ejus Chriffus qui non mention » eT ) 


“ Hea 
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© Heavens in Hebrew. Charaéters, fir{t. made, publics by, 7 
‘ all that is fix’d in Nature, as in. truth I haye {een ae 
* explicitly but implicitly, no one would believe me: But God 
* and his Chrift are my itneflés that 1 do. not lye. | 

IV. In the 4th pace Pofte fies maintain’d that the World ‘would 
laft 6000 Years: an Opinion that he has taken front 
the Jewith Cabala’; which our.Author thinks we can neither 
entirely approve nor rejett, and féems to him to sa ee 


wy Yattly, ‘We may tedk Péffel’s particul 
y, We ‘may teckon am afiel's pariculas 
ons, the re-eftablifhment of all -T ri which, according 
will precede” the End of the World, by which. a 
be Pariad to ce ¥ ve I Onin in yh aah i 
explain’ el’s inions, our, t gives us 
Opinion of his Perfon.. He was, according to him, a good: Man, 
free from Crimes, and can be accnfed of Atheifm’ by‘fione but 
papers People.” He had a deal of Spirit, and hadediv’d into 
the moft profound Secrets.of the Philofophers of the Eaftern Na- 
tions. The ina of his Mind oceafion’d him fometimes *. 
want Ja e often impertinently “mix the Opinions of 
> hea with_thofe of the maftern Nations. It can't be de- 
‘ied feat ate Errors and Paradoxes in his Writings, a fault 
which iscommon to moft great Men, The Vivacity of his Ima; 
Caption ae him. neces ¢ had Revelations and Correfpondence 


t number of Notions. with which his. 
| Bes ean fils, hinde d him trom digelting them well, or Pat 


order. This Mr aaclar! concludes with 2. 
Caralogue 1e of of Norks tee. 
720 The-13th ation _ is by Mr. ' yius,., Whole, athee: 
wrote a Treatife De ‘‘Invocatione tein ee id: treats 5 
beset out 0 the Bible, ate. ete aber a 
a great number" é one and the other, ‘a 
n Account of all oa 


ol in the Blcion of Bidhpe and 
ce Eck ons ; from whence tis thought came the 
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»i(Our-Author. proves by the Authority of St. Avexfin, thar its 
lawful to caft Lots, and tells us upon what Conditions it is law- 
ful... He thinks that Nowbcaft Lots when hedivided the World 
amongft his Children; and refuves Bochart, who maintains the 
epntrary.. He obferves that one of the Crimes imputed to the 
Vaudois was, that they mock'd the Laicks, who agit Laedars the 
Altarse-to ele, Saints, + Eos Lvicos, qui forte, Santlos eligunten 
attari, deriderc. | 
. 43. The 14th Obfervation treats of the difference of the Mix: 
tam,che Aegregatum, and the Individaum. 

14. The a5th-Ob{ervatioh; is very curious. It: treats of Geo- 
gtaphy, upon occalion of: that which Mr. Cearizs publith’d in 
4701.. Our Author fhews'that the. Ancients: did. nor-much eul-: 
tivate that Science, Strabo, Pliny, Mela, Ptolomy are full of Fa- 
bles“ aud faults; and juitly.fofpetted: on many Actounts, prolix 
without’ neceflity, too: fhort in places:ion which they ought to 
have been dong, astd,too holdin their decifions!: Joachim Viddia- 
nous; Elias Venetus,, Jofephus, Moletius, their Commentators: have: 
rather, obfeur’d than illuftrated them, |» The dtimerarium,Agfon ini 
is full of Faults, as isthe Book De Urbibus Stephanisbyzantini, 
which the Ignorance of Hermo/aus has fo corrupeed,:that all the 
Care; and, Pains, of Sigonius, Caufabon, Scaligery Salmafius and.Hol- 
fienius, have not been able:ro corresh deewholly.; Ournthor 
adopts here. what -M./e; Clerc .*. bas faid of the Faults:commit- 
ted in; Geography by Quiutus. Curtins.  Cornelias sNepos is not 
much more exact. In thort, we {hall find but few ancient Hifto- 
rians, that imitated Po/ybiss, who, before he wrote his Hittory, 
went» hinifelf to fee moft of the. Places that: he: was oblig’d to 
mention. |, Not, only the Ancients, but many Modérns have alfo 
blunderd ia aphy;. .Our Author gives vs feveral Examples 
of this, and-obferyes in particular of the Learhed  Ara/mus, that 
he was,very ignorant in matters of Geogtaphy; which madé him 
commit: notorious, Blunders; he was old: when he began .a:lit- 
tle to,:ftudy, that Science. Our Authors con¢lude: by giving: the 

lent Geography of M.Cev/arius its due Prailes: :The maih 
ault that is to be charged on his Sie an? is, that he has, af- 
ter the manner of all other Geographers, been fo large in_ his 
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Detcription of his own Country (Germany i as Robbe was of his 
( krance ) that it makes above twe thirds of his Book, 

15. Inthe 16th Obfervation owt Author undertakes to prove 
that there hgs been no Philofopher, either Ancient or Moder 
that las hitherto explain’d the nature of Fire, but is not fo kind: 
as to give us hisown Opinion of the matter. A 

16, The r7thObfervation treats of a Court’ of Juftice efta- 
blifh’d ac Hal// in Saxony, and of the manner of deciding -Pleas 
there. 

17. The 18th Obfervation treats of an Feaft that is kept in Anni- 
verlary that ‘City the firft Wednefday after the Feaft of Pen- 
recoft, when all the Trades-mep cat Garlick, and think by that 
means to preferve their Health all the Year, It ts alfo a ‘Day 
of Rejoycing and Debauchery. 

18. The AvdxS, which the Pyshagoreans have fo much talk'd 
of, is the Subjete of the roth Obfervation. Lexicographers ge- 
nerally explain this word by that of Aptipodes, But ’twas not 
in this Sent that Pyhagoras’s Followers under{tood it, Thofe 
Philofaphers tavghe that the Earth mov’d round about ‘the Sun. 
So that they underftéod by this word “Avz/xS, another Earth 
like to ours, Which did allo move round about the Sun, but 
we could not fee. it, becaufé when we were on one. fide of the 
Sun it was on. the other, fo that this Planet is always between 
this Karth ahd-us, Thofe +Chiftians that would reconcile the Sen- 
timents of, the Heathen Philofophers with the Doétrinesof’ Chri- 
ftianity, pretended that this Earth of the Pythagoreans was. no- 
thing clfe but the lfeaven of the Bleffed. «This Obfervation, 
which was written by the lace Mr. Zames ‘Thomajfius, is very cu- 
rious, and well worth reading. ‘The Publifher has added Conme 
thing co the end of it. He thinks “twould do good to examine, 
whether feveral Opinions that are to be found if theSyttems of 
Theology, even in thofé that were compos’d by Proteltants, on 
Life Kternal and on Hell, are not. the Remains of the Heathen 
Philofophy, or Fables of the Rabbins. He obferves that the Old 
Leftament tells: us. but little of the future Life, We find very 
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little more on that Head inthe New. St. Pau/‘calls thofe Men 
Fools, who would dive into thelé Secrets. Jefus Chrift will have 
us apply our felves chigfy yo thedtudy of Things prefent, which 
we Itldy examine, and the Truth of which we can ealily difco- 
ver, but Anti-Chrift, fays our Author, propofes no othe Things 
om fuch as we can’t examine, and which is the Charaéter of a 

C: 

Tk The 20th Obférvation treats of the Life, Opinions, and 
various A&lions of Bernard Ochin, Our Author endeavours to 
any 9 this degraded Monk, who was once Minifter of Zurich, 

ut depofed for teaching feveral Errors in his Dialogues, which 
he printed without leave ; wherein, among{t other Opinions, he 
endeavours to juftifie Polygamy. Our Author. refutes thofe who 
think that Ochia was the Founder of the Order of the Cupu- 
chins. He pretends that he never defign’d to return to the Ko- 
mifh Church; that Sandius wrong’d him by numbring bim 
among the Anti-Trinitarian Authors; and, that he was nei 
ther a,Socinian nor Socinus’s Mafter, nor the Difciple of Ser- 
velus, 

20. The laft. Obfervation gives us the following Character 
of Eva/mus. Erafmus had an. excellent Genius, was more in- 
clined to Pleafures than to other Vices. He fought after and 
loy’d to acquire Glory by Polite Learning. He was Timerous, 
hated Qurrels, was inclin’d to. Mirch and Raillery ; he was In- 
con{tant and a Flatterer. His good Qualities are fo well known, 
that "tis needlefs for us to infilt on them, 
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Continuation des Penfees divérfés, ecrites @ un Dotteur dé Sop- 
bonne a lOccafton’ de la Comete qui parut. au.mois. de Decem- 
bre, 1680.. ie. A Continuation of the various Thoughts, 
writren to a Doftor of the Sorbonne, on occafion of the Co- 
met that, appear’d in- December, 1680. Or, an Anfwer to fe- 
veral Queries propounded’ to the Author, “By Mt. *%** In 
two Vol. $°. . Vol. 1. Contains Pages 360. Vol. If. Page 44a. 
of ‘a fmailer Letcer than the foregoing Volumes. By the fa- 
mous M. Buyle, Author of the Difionaire Critiqae. — Piinted 
at Rotterdam, by Reinier Leers, and fold: at. London by’ F- 
Vailant, French, Bookteller, neat Carherime-fireet, and P.Vail- 
lant, over-againtt Bedjord-Houfe inthe Strand, 


In our laff we gave an Account. of the two Volumes. of the Pen- 
fé2s Diverfes, axd shall now, according to Promife, give an 
Account of thé Continuation, wherein we fhall obferve the 
Some Method as we did in cur life. 4 wet 
‘Ont. Bayle has prefix'd a long Advertifement or "Preface ‘to 
M ‘tie firftt Volume of this Contingation, wherein he tells 
us thathe had promifed it for ren Years, but’ par it off from 
Year to Year, therefore when hé refolv’d' to fet about it.in O&o- 
ber laft,-he found himfelf oblig’d to read over the former Vo- 
lumes, that he might recollett his Idea’s. - He tells us‘that there 
was but one thing in his former Volumes- which he thought re- 
quird any Apology, and that was the Parallel-between Atheifm. 
and Paganifm but finding himfelf oblig’d to fer Pen to Paper 
again in his own Juitification, he thought fit alfo to aniwer fe-_ » 
veral Objeftions that were made againit other Paffages in thofe, 
Volumes, and therein he follow’d the Ofder of the ObjeGions, 
- which was that of his Chapters in his former Volumes. This 
Me:hod. hefollow’d in the firft Volume of his Continuation, but. 
was oblig’d to ufe another Method in the fecond, that he might. 
not-{well his Book.too much. So that the fecond Volume con- 
tains whac belongs to. the Parallel between Atheiim and Paga-. 
nifm ; yet M. Bayle fays. be had not room to finith ‘that Subjeét, 
and therefore he referves therett for a 3d Volume. Hetellsus that: 
heing fore’d to prove what he fays by Arguments, ‘Inftances and 
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undoubted Authorities, wh'ch generally are more ufeful to an 
pole than the beft Arguments, matter came in fo faft upon 
litm that he foon jexceeded his sagtiencd Limits. °Tis true, he 
‘fays, “it may be obje€ted that he m ght have remedied this, by 
leaving out all that did not relate to the Parallel between Atheiffa 
and Paganifm, but every fheet being feat to the Prefs as he wrote 
it, it was impoffible for him to ufe that method. He tell us, 
he might have been much larger if he would, witnefS thofz 
frequent ‘References we find to his Difionaire Hiftorique & Criti- 
que, all which paffages he would have. inferted az large, had’ he 
defien’d to hav- {well’d his Book: 

Then he intreats his Readers to confider that ‘this’ long Dif- 
putation, wherein he maintains that Pagani{m is at leaft as bid as 
Atheffin, is a thing that is. altogether indifferent to the True Ke- 
ligion.’ ‘The Interefts of Chriftianity, fays he, are fo feparated 
‘from: thofé of the Pagan Idolatry, that it can lofe nor “gain no- 
thing,’ whether-it be teckon'd not {6 bad, or worle than Iifeligi- 
on. So that this.is one of thofe Problems where we. may in- 
differently take what Party we pleafe, withour being Heterodox. 
He fays it was always free fora Man to maintain shat Arianif 
was worle than Sabelliantfnjor that it was.nor, that Neftorianifin 

was worfe or not fo. bad as Eutychianiftm,; and io of feveral orher~ 
Queftions, in which thofe thar are miliaken ‘tan’r be Charg’d with 
prejudicing the Faith, provided that in other things they adhese 
to the. decifions:ot «Ancient Councils. i | 

It may be objeSted, fays M' Bye, that were it trie thar A- 
theifm was worle than Paganifm, yer it would fgem- tobe one 
of thofé ‘Truths’ that ought'to be tdpeeil’d fiom the People. . 
This Objection’ M.Bay/e'promités to’ anfwer in-his'3d Vol, 

Orhers he fays wilt pretend that it extenudres Athei{m to 
make it norfo bad as Paganifm ; but this pretenfion will appear: 
“to be unjaft to thofe who confider that a thing is not extenuated 
‘When it is made very bad tn it felf}~and\fo evil that nothing can 
beequal to it. Thus M: Bayle fays he “fiys' done with” Athcilm,, 
he ‘has given a frightful ‘Deicription of it,, confidering itja ic felt 
and has reprefented Pagan ‘Idolatry as-the utmoit Eitort of thie. 
‘Devil’s Matice. singag ia 8 | 

Others again-will fay, that tis not fo dangerous to extenuate 
‘Paban Idolatty as Atheifn, -becaufe there’s no reaftn to fear the. 
Ste Readers wil turn fdbiters; whiersas- ri bsg reafon P - 

fear that ‘they'l turdAtheilis; MOBiph defites’ such. 0, rane 
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that ’tis a. very common Opinion amongft Divines, and efpec ally 
~amongft Proteftants, . that there never was nor never will be any 
Specilative Arheifts but‘on atic Yones. - ‘He te s us he would 
‘have been contented with, his Remark, had all Authors agreed 

that this Speculative Acheift was impoffible; but fince there are 
Divines, and thofe of great Note, that are of a contrary Opini- 
on, he expeCts. another Anfwer, and fays, that tho’ Speculative 
Atheilts were fo numerous as fome reprefent them, it would ftill 
be-certain that'Men’s inclinations would be abundantly ftronger 
to Idolatry than’ to “Atteifm, ” and confequently that its fuch 
more neceffury-to fusnifh Men with a prefervative againft falfe. 
worthip, than againft the rejeCtion of all manner of Worthip, 
He fays it ’tis not to be fear’d indeed that Chriftians will re. 
eftablith ‘the Worfhip of the Gods of: Ancient Greece; or Wor- 
fhip the Indian Idols 5 -but-be appeals to all Zealous Proteftants, 
whether upon examining their Confciences; they can. fay.that 
there is no danger Of Mens falling into Worfhips, -which they 
reckon Idolatrous, and often compare it with the. Ancient Pa- 

anifm. | ; ie 

: Mens Opinions are much divided about.the Problem, whether 
Itreligion be worfe than. Superftition, all agree. that thefe. are 
the two vicious Extreams betwixt which Piety is. fituated ; but 
others ate of Piutarch’s Opinion, that Supertftition .is a greater 
Evil than Atheifm, others dare not determine it, and others again 
declare that Atheifm is worfe than Superftition.. Lip/izs is of the 
laft Opinion ; but at the fame time. owns. that. Superftition is 
more ufual than Irreligion, and obferves that Super{tit-on infiny- 
ates its felf under the Mask of Piety, and being but an Image of 
Religion, doth fo feduce the Minds of Meu that it carries them 
whether it will. This fays M. Buy/e, makes him conclude that 
Superilition is much more pernicious than Atheifin, for ic makes 
us Sin not only without Kemorfe, but at..the fame vi [- 

e bat 





{wades us that we pleafe God, and fo breaks thro’ all the. b. 
riers that Reafon and Morality had fet up againft our. Paffions. 
.A Woman who would by the fole force of natural fhame pre- 
ferve her Chaftity, becomes the molt filthy Harlot, when a Pha- 
natical.Confeffor, or Cheat has infatuated her. with Myftical 
Dreams, fuch as thofe of Molinifm, &c. A Superftitious Perfon 
would not chufé to. reiemble the God rhat..he Woxthips, but 
would reckon himiclf offended by. his Children, {hould ay 
imagine that he is angry and pleas juft as his God is. He 
; cl cant ‘ 
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can't fee, this evident. Truth, that a God-who requires fuch a 


fervice deferves none at all. 

. Others pretend that Superftition is neceffary,.in a Government, 
and: quote Quintus Curtius for it, who days, nothing has more 
power than Supertftition to,keep.a Peaple. under, however furi- 
ous and. inconftant they, be, if once their Minds be tainted with a 
vain Image of Religion, they obey their. D.vines better than 
their Governours. But M. Bayle fays, he thinks that this proves 
it to be a very dangerous plague to Societies. Where fays he, 
fhould we-be at this Day, ,if People and Armies. were. rather 
governd by Men of: pretended. Revelation, than by their Magi, 
{trates and Generals. What would have become of Europe in 
the 16th Century, could the Phanatick Mun/ler have prevail’d. 

M. Bay/e adds, that all Superftitions are not to be fear’d, and 
therefore he compar’d, Atheif{m. only wirh the Pagan Superftitions, 
-— none can deny but they,were abominable, the very, hight of 

mpiety. : 

_M. Bayle concludes his Preface, by telling us that ’tis not from 
a.falfe .Notion of Honour, that we mu(ft always maintain what. 
we have once advanc’d,. that makes him {peak thus. but becaufe 
the more. he-enquires into this Matter the more he thinks he has 
chofen. the beft Party. .And adds, that be that how it will, it’s 
problem: that does not contradict any one Article of. our >Cone. 
fefions of Faith, . nor. our Symbolical Books, and he. confénts 
with all his Heart, shat whoever pleafes may be of another O- 
pinion ; as for,his.own part he fubmits it to-be cenfured by thofe. 
to whom it belongs. 

$4. Shows what method our: Author follows jin this Con- 
tinuation; .which we have accounted tor betore. ..g.. 2.. Enquires. 
whether the Quality of a Poet or Preacher.can weil agree with 
that of an:Hiltotian, and: fays, that.generally ipeaking, its no 

ood preparative or Qualification tor Hiltory to {pend-feveral 
5 sue in. making Ver{es, or pronouncing of Hariangues.. This is 
toicontract Cuttoms or Habits that.do not agree with the Cha- 
raéter. of an Hiftorjan. But for thofe of a-fiuperior, Genius, whe 
make themfelves Mafters of their fudject,- and who undeiftand: 
how. to keep within. bounds, nothing can be more advantagious 
when they write an Hiftory, than to be. well furnifh’d with the 
Marrow of Poefie, and. the. Eloquence of:; Qrators. ,; Its--that 
which enables them to give their Style she Majetty, and thar Sul 
limity avhich vit: sequites, and to make Juch divelg- detecipijans, . 
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tuat the Reddefs think themifelves in a‘ 'mahtier' "Tranfported ‘to 
the fight of the Occurrences, BESO eG Say TS) 
‘Our Author advices us to read): Fovianus, Pontanus, in Adfio, 
pig. m. A Z90, Wherelhe compares 1ome piffapes Of Virgil, Salaft, 
ovid- Frees Brows. And Bacher Gayfin, ‘de? Blbefaemn ia Sacka 
Bamana, Bib. 2: Cape 82" p 9291," oes Where) he “explaifis the 
Opinion of Dirrvfes Hahcarn ifjeus)’ that the-Hittery of Herb 
detus and that of- 4 bucydides are fire Poems. Every Poet and 
Orator that well oblerves the Seiifeithefe nwo Moderns «give us 
of that-Makiny 6f the Ancients,‘ that Hiftery is a! Poent th Profe, 
may boldly apd fatay.‘tarn Hitorieetiphers ifvother dete&s don'r 
Hindertheny. “Phey héed only be on‘their-guatd-againft the Ir- 
ruption ef the habit, “for orherwite the Cuftomahat we onceus’d 
rcturns upon-us always; and therethavé been great-Men who have 
not been able to avoid it. ‘The-Hyperbole’s and Rhetorical 
tlowers which fpcibtbe Curtor § PRcé-oF Suintus Curtiasy thow 
that ke was a Kherorician. Weare chiefly oblig’d to watchi‘a~ 
gaint a’ Cuftim when Age thas nor? well fipeh’d oar Jadgment. 
An Hiftory‘wrote by a young’ Rtietori¢ian: very often thews ithe 
Authors Protefhon, and we may ‘apply’ to ic what-was -faid of 
dome Works ot Fudiaathe Apoltate,;-Calamam Fuvenilter, adbue 
gwaft int Rhetoram Sted:o volitantemy arguits >We fad no great 
dificulty co- conjecture ‘that the- lame Piorgs, who in: one'ot: ‘his 
Letters to the Emperor Lddeiant 1téld Hitn thar he! lov’d Poems, 
composed the Epiconie Of the Komen! Hiftary,’ for its. a«Work 
full-ot Poetical Thouehts and Expreflions.” ‘This'.amay induce ‘us 
to think that the Author turn’d Hiftorian too-fOon,- or that Ex- 
periénce had not taughthiat to make prighe ule of ‘his: Poetical 
Raptures. © AmmianwsMercellnuif he was fot a Poerphadsat 
leaft a Poetical Spirit. - ‘Me Bue fays, that tho® thefe:Inftances 
deem to favour the Opifion that the Qualification ot» Poefie: is 
vielefs to an Hiftorians, yet we are not-to concludethat it is 
always fo.’ For, adds‘he,: itithe Hiftorian’ be caretub as: 20 
avoid: the'Conragion of Poefie aid Rhetorickiihe: might hopetor 
a great advantage-trom the-knowledpe ot thefe! word res ;/fince 
‘on the ove hand,bhe preferves himfelp frofie all which would nor 
fuit the Gravity of Hiltory,’ and that otethecorher hand! he com 
municates- to'his ‘Narrations, thé! Nerves)” Vivacirys \Noblentls 
‘and Majefty thav tliey sequite, ‘and! without..which'they would — 
‘be very deteQtivess( Mi diwemourhas pubith’diat Hiltory dtithe 
Emperorsyowhich isiextelienc tor every alge cages 
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too plain, and the Narratioris too dry. M. Bayle concludes this 

Seftion, that thofe Hiftories that are moft ftuffed with Fables 

= Prodigies, were written by Menwho were neither Poets nor 
ators. 

§. 3. Excufes Livy and Pliny for ftuffing their Works with 
Prodigies. As for Livy, M. Bayle fays lh not avoid rela- 
ting Prodigies, forthe Publick Regifters, or the Hiftorians, ‘who 
wrote:before him, being full of Prodigies, he could not omit 
them without .offending the People, who were no lef$ {uperfti- 
tious in his Time than in former Ages. All that he could do was 
to declare that he did credit all thofe things, which M. Bayle 
proves he has done in feveral places, and that there was no need 
to repeat it every time that he related Prodigies. Our Author 
fays, that having duly‘confider’'d every thing, he thinks that we 
are oblig’d to him for preferving the Memory of A@tions, which 
fhew us the SottifhCredulity,and the Childifh Superftition of that 
very People, who fubdued fo many Nations, and rendred them- 
felves famous for their Politicks and Valour. Montaigne in his 
Eflays, Book 3. Chap. 8, towards the end obferves, that when 
Tacitus relates any Miracle, he does it after theExample and 
according to the Duty of the beft Hiftorians. They keep Regi- 
{ters of all remarkable Occurrences, and amongft publick AGtions 
are the popular Reports and Opinions. It’s their Office to relate 
common Opinions, not to regulate them: That belongs to Di- 
vines, and thofe Philofophers that have the Dire€tion of others 
Confciences. Then Montaigne, quoting a Paflage out of Quintus 
Curtias and Livy, wherein they tollow Tradition, without either 
condemning _ or approving it. Its very well, adds he, that 
they give us the Hiftory more becaufe they find ic fo, than 
becaufe they value it. As for P/izy, whom many have called « 
a Liar by way of Diftin€tion, M- Bay/e fays that they wrong 
him, he often reje&ts the Fables that he relates, and if he relate 
many others without formally contradiéting them, it does not 
follow from thence that he believes them. Weare much oblig’d - 
to him. for handing down to us fo many ftrong proofs of the 
weaknefs of human Mind, which is romancing on the one hand 
and credulous on the other. Thefe AGtions ought to be inferted 
in that Author’s Book, becaufe it is an Hiltory: of Nature, and 
they are not the leaft uféful part of this Haftory, for thofe who 
know how to Moralize. ' rie hee 
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5. 4. Shows that the multitude of Approbations is not a fign 
of Truth. M. Bayle had maintain’d this Affertion in his two 
former Volumes, but fome Perfons having reprefented to him 
that it might be of dangerous Confequence, with relation to 
Doétrines that ought tobe infinitely pretious to us; M. Bayle 
anf{wers, that there is nothing to be fear’d of that nature. The 
Great and Important Truths have inward marks that fupport 
them, its by thefe figns that we are to difcern them, and not by 
exterior Chara€ters which can be only Equivocal, fince they agree 
fometimes. to falfhood and fometime to Truth. But who can 
doubt that there are Capital Errors which have -many more fol- 
lowers than the Do€trines to which they are opposd.. Are not 
thofé that know the true Religion much fewer in number than 
thofe who err in the Worfhip of the True God, Vertue and O;-_ 
thodoxy are very ntar on the fame tooting. Good Men are 
very rare. They are hardly one to roooc0c. The Heterodox 
furpa{s the Orthodox almoft in the fame Proportion. They may 
boaft of their. numbers, and infult the {mall number of their Ad- 
verfaries. In fhort, he fays, Truth would lofe very much 4f-its | 
caufe were tosbe decided by. plurality of Voices. Some Perfons 
having accusd ™M. Bayle to be the Author of this Opinion, he 
anfwers that it its venerable for its Antiquity, and for the merit 
of thofe that have advanc’d it, and thereupon quotes a long 
paflage out of Seneca, de Vita Beata, cap. 1. and 2. and fays that 
tho’ Seneca {peaks there only of Errors in Pra€tical Morality, yet 
we may {ay the fame of Praftical and Speculative Errors... An 
Infinite number of People fall into them after the example of 
one another; chofing rather to believe than to examine them.. 
One Man who has acquir’d a great name, ina little time per- 
~ fwades a whole City and a whole Province to believe what he 
honours with his Teftimony. The Roman Magiftrates who had 
been in Mawritenia, made others believe what was contradiéted 
by expesience ; the latter not being willing ‘to be at the: pai 
inform themfelves of the Truth, and being afham’d to 


their Ignorance confirm’d the falfe Stories of the former. ‘The 
Authority of their Chara€ter made. the Error more current, and 
ferv’d it for a good Pafiport grein gc Pliny, lib. 5. capt. 


Cicero-de nat, Deor. lib... circ. init: us that there is nothi 

ial ~ te + bates a oat too much deference for Bgl Aw 
Fity OF an : ton, for t prejudice of his merit, us. 

adopt all his Opinions without Examining into thereafons of them. 
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Thefe Followers augment the Authority of his Do&trine, and. fo 
we more and more fhake off the trouble of examining into them 
and are content to increafe the number. : 
Thus Errors pafs from the Father to Son, and multiply, and 
and are grafted upon one another. Thus it was with the Pagan 
Religion according to Prudentius in Symmach, lib. 1... 24.0, 
ver. 120. M. Bayle, fays he, expects to have that Paflage of Pia, 
in Panegyr. Trajan. Cap. 62. Melius omnibus quam fingulis credi- 
tur, finguli enim decipere & decipi poffunt, nemo omnes, neminem 
omnes fefellerunt, oppos’d to the Authorities he has quoted for 
his opinion ; and he expetts alfo to have the Cuftom of Parlia- 
ments and Tribunals, wherein things are decided by plurality of 
Voices, oppos'd to his. As to the Paflage in P/iny, he fays; 
moft Maxims have two Faces, and are liable to diftinétion; and 
fo there are contrary Maxims, which are true in feveral Refpedts. 
If we apply them, as we ought, the truth of the one does not 
deftroy that of the other, So that his Opinion, that the multi- 
tude of Followers, the popular Judgment, the extent and dura- 
tion of a Tradition are no figns of the truth of it; has not only 
the i of feveral great Men for it, but alfo Experience. 
Secondly he fays, that Law and Politicks leave the decifion of 
“BufinefS to the Judgment of the greateft number, becaute ’tis 
impoflible to find out a way to weigh Voices, and not num- 
ber them. This Method, which they are oblig’d to ufe, is fub- 
je€t to great Inconveniences.. Juftice, Reafon, and Prudence are 
on the fide of the leffer number on 100 Occafious; and a Man, 
whofe Opinion may not have one Follower, may. be wiler than 
all the Company. The wifeft Heads in an Affembly; often find, 
that the number of young rafh Men that know but little, obtain, 
by a gia! of Voices, an unjuft, rath and pernicious decifion. 
But, adds he, we muft pafS by this, for fhould we hold the 
néecefity of an Union of all Voices, and as if in the Polifly Di- 
cane oppofition of one Deputy fhould make void: all their 
sliberations, we fhould bring our felves into a worfe Labyrinth. 
But, fays M. Bayle, except in Political Affairs, we find nothing 
that diese as to fubmit to the Authority. of the greateft num- 
ber, and that we ought to take the = contrary Method in 
Hiftorical or Philofophical Matters, if Reafom require-it, and in 
religious Affairs, if Confcience demand it. : 
§. 5. Examines, if the general Confent of People, to acknow- 


ledge a Deity, be a certain Proof that there isa and {hows 
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how Velleius, the Epicurean, propofes this Proof in Cicero'de Nar; 
deor. hb. 1. It being objefted to M. Bayle, that if he allow’é 
Men to prefer the Opinion of fome private Perfons to that of 
many, it were to be fear’d that it would weaken a very good 
Proof of the Exiltence of a God, whichis founded:-on this, that: 
all. Meitacknowledge a God. ™, Bayle anfwers, that this Argu- 
ment was well urg’d in the above cited place of Cicero, where the 
Epicurean Ve//eius argues after this manner: “There is in the Soul 
of all. Men, an Idea of the Deity; its Nature that imprinted: 
this Idea, for all the Nations of the World have a Notion of 
God without learning it. 

This is not an Opinion that proceeds from Cuftom,or‘Humane 
Law, it’s not particular to fome People, all Men in general are. 
firmly perfwaded of it, So that wemuft fay, that we have an 
innate Idea of the Gods; therefore they exift, for that, to which 
the Nature.of all Men gives its Confent, is neceffarily true. 

Fhis Argument of Epicurus, fays M. Bayle, is founded’on three. 
Principles. The firft is, that there is in the Souls of: Mén- an 
Idea of a Deity ; the fecond is,that its a Preconceiv’d anticipated 

‘Idea that is. communicated by Nature; and not by Education ; 
the third is, that the Confent of all Men is an-infallible Chara- 
&er of Truth. | 

Of thefe three Principles, our Author fays: only the 1aft’ re- 
lates to Queitions of Right, the two others are Queftions: of Fatt; 
for fince we prove the fécond bythe firft, its plain that: to be 
fure, that the Idea of the Divine Beingis-innate; atid that it does 
not proceed from Education but: from Nature, we muft enquire 
into Hiftory, whether all Men believe that there is a God. . I, 
may be anfwered, that the Divines and Philofophers, who main 
tain that the Idea of God is innate, haveother Proofs than this 
of Induftion, or then; this, which is drawn from the Confent of 
Nations, M. fa anfwers, that he grants this, but as the other 
Proofs are not demonftrative, and that on the contrary they are 
fubje&t.to f many Difficulties, that there are entire Se&ts a 
very great Philofophers, amongft them, Mr. Lock, in his 
on Human Underftauding, who in the midft of tianity 

iene of spacegs wll’be atwaye Proto, ebne well. 

rincipke of Epicurus willbe always a Problem, if it be not 
prov'd by the Fett So that both thefe two Principles belong to 
queftions.of Fa&, and we muft feek the Proofs of them in the 
Monuments that remein to us pf the Cuftoms and Manners of 
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Nations, and fays, he will nor be fatisSed with our Proots, if 
they#only prove, that all People have an Idea of a Deity, ex- 
cept we could prove, that this Idea did not proceed from Edu- 
cation, : 

§. 6, Shows what Cotta anfwer'’d to Velleius’s Argument, and 
what he mizht have added to his Anfwer. M, Bayle fays, he 
fuppofes Velleius reckon’d.himfelf fure, that Hiftorical Enquiries. 
would not make again{t him, but Cotta, one of Cicero’s other: 
Interlocutors, did snot think fo. How did you know, fays he, 
the Sentiments of Nations. ‘ He adds, -that he believes there are 
many. People brutifh enough to have no tin&ture of Religion, 
he:names fome Philofophers who were Atheifts, and conje&tures, 
that the banifhmeut of Protagoras, for only doubting of the Ex- 
iftence of a Gad, hinder’d feveral other Atheifts’ from declaring 
their Sentiments, and concludes, ‘that the Argument of Ve//eius 
is-not fo ftrong as it feems: M. Bay/e fays we might criticife upon 
him for-approving the Opinion of the Poet Lucz/ivs, that cer- 
tain Men,. who had commicted Perjuries and enormous. Impie: 
ties, would not have:committed them, if they had believed there 
were Gods. This M. Bay/e faysis falfe; for there have been mas 
ny Impieties committed, which would not have. been committed, 
if the Authors of them .had ‘believ’d that: there were no 

ds “ : | 

Cotta’s Objeftion, M. Bayle fays; feems very ftrong, when. we 
confider that,to affirm with good ground what Vel/eiuspfirm’d,we | 
ought to know all the Nations of the World. It was not fuificient- 
to fay that all: that we knew,: allowed of Gods,be ought alfo"to » 
be fure, that.there were no other Nations:in the Earth but thofé 
that we knew. . But Ve//eius.could not be fure of this, and had 
he believ’d it, it would have been only a Childifh Wlofion. The - 
Romans knew but a {mall part of the Habitable World, andeven | 
at this-day, after fo many. Difcovebies, bath in the Falt and : 
Weft, how .many Nations are there, whofe Laws and Manners 
we areignorant of. Had Corta alledg’d two Rxamples of Athe- 
iftical Nations, one. of which, according to Strabo, ‘inhabited | 
’ Spain; and the other Africa, he had- quite overthrown his Ad- - 
verfaries. Atguments. For if there were People who hi@ but one 
Eye, and that too inthe middle of their. Forehtads; as “twas -re- 
‘partes of the Cyclopes, it could be no C pretended, ‘that to 

ave two-Eyes was a Propriety that flow’d from: the . 
Nature of Man. . * | = 
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Our Author fays; that Correa might have opposd an Inftance, 
that would have nonplusd him. They were both ignorant of 
the Scriptural Account of the Origine of Mankind , wherefore 
Corta might have obje€ted, that there were People -in Spaim or 
Africa, who liv’d without God, and never had any Religion ; for 
it feems altogether impoffible,that a whole Nation would derogate. 
from Religion into Atheifm. Religion, he fays, being once fx’d 
ina Nation will remain for ever. It’s a Science that we Stud 
out of Intereft, for our Temporal and Eternal Happineds. We 
expect from the Gods good Harvelts and a happy iflue of opr 
Enterprifes, we dread that they will fend Barrennefs, Plagues, 
Tempetts and other Calamities ; and confequently we pertorm 
the publick duties of Religion,, as-much out of fearas: out of 
hope, and are very careful to inculcate this to our Children be- 
times, as an affair of the utmoft importance, and the sfpring of 
good or bad fuccefS, according as they fhall be diligent or not, 
in giving the Gods their due honours. Thefe Notions which we 
imbibe with our Mother’s Milk cannot be defac’d in the minds of 
a) whole Nation; they may be vatioufly modiff'd, I mean they 
may alter Ceremonies or Opinions, either out of refpe&t to fome 
new Teacher, or becaufe of the threats of a new Conqueror, 
bur they cannot wholly difappear, efpecially fince thofe that would 
fo:ce People in matters of Religion, never do it to induce them 
to Atheifm, but always to add other forms inftead of thofe that 
¢or't pleafe them. $ 

Since then, fays M. Bay/e, there ate People that allow of no 
Deity, we mutt conclude that they were always in this darknefS 
fiom their Original, and never reform’d from that Ancient and 
Barbarous Condition wherein mankind liv’d, till Providetice rais’d 
up fome. Perfons who were diftinguifh’d by their Vertue and Wif- 


dom, who form’d Republicks and adorn’d them with curious 
Laws. Their Care Civilis’d Savage Men; and gave them a new 
Tafte by the Introduction of Arts and Sciences, and chiefly by 
Introducing the Worthip of the Gods; but fome’ People have 
been depriv'd of this advantage, either becaufe they had not an 
able Legiflator, or becaufe their Stupidity rendred them inca- 
yablesof being taught. Our Author here quotes Titus Livixs, 

b. 108F Horde Art. Poet. v. 391, &c. to prove that Religion 
‘was one of the things eftablifh’d by thofé that reform’d mankin 
Nepagenes 


~ 
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$, 7th. Shows that the Confeént of all Nations has been us’d 
as a gteat Argument of the Exiftence of God, and here M. Bayle 
quotes Seneca Epift. 117. :pag. 455, 456. who tho’ inhis Trea- 
tife de Vit. Beat. cap. 1 and-2, he rejected with the utmoft con- 
tempt the Authority of a great number, yet here makes it to be 
a ftrong Argument. 2. He quotes Ba/bus the Stoick, who in 
Cicero de Nat. Deor. lib. 2, pag. 199; founds the Doéétrine of 
the Exiftence of God on this, that it’s an evident truth to all 
that contemplate the Heavens, and adds, that had it not been a 
truth engrav‘d in our Minds, it would not have been prefeiv'd 
in all Ages, it being ufual tor time to abolifh falthoeds, and con- 
firm the Judgment of Nature. 3. In the 3d place he quotes 
Cicero himfelf, Orat. pro Milone, cap. 30. pag. 92. Vol. 5. Edit. 
Grev. laying that if any Man denies a Deity, he maftbefuch a 
one as never regarded. the Conquefts of the Romans, ner the 
Sun, nor the motion of the Heavens, nor the Order, nor Viciffi- 
tude of things,’ nor the Wifdom of the Ancients, who us’d Re- 
ligious Worfhip, and tranfmitted it to Pofterity. This great 
Orator obferves that this laft proof of the: Exiftence of a God is 
the ftrongett of all. | 
The fame -Orator in his Oret. de Harufpie. refponf: cap. 9. 
pag. 522. vol. 4. Edit. Grev. fays that in matters of Religion 
his chief rule ts:to follow the,Ancients, and that we can’t go.fur- - 
ther than they, and that they feem rather =the Mafters than : 
Scholars of thofe’ who have wrote the: beft Books-on the nature 
of the Gods, . This, our Author fays, is.to: take the Confent. of : 
Nations and Tradition for the chief Proof of the Exiftence of | - 
a God. 4thly, M. Bayle fays, Plutarch follow’d the fame Prin-~: 
ciple, and afiures us that we ought to be contented with: the an- 
cient Faith, and that.it was the moft evident.and the mofteffi-: 
cacious Argument that we conid imagine of the Exiftence of the 
Gods.. Inthe 5th place he tells us, that we are to fuppofe that | 
all the Authors who-have faid in general, that pasate ae om 
bation is.a Proof of the Truth of a Thing, had the: fame Opi 
hion with relation to the Confent of Nations, about the Divi 
Exiftence. . He: has already told us what P/imy the you " 
in favour of the general Approbation, and adds, that he could - 
quote Heraelitus'and Arifiotle, Cicero, Quintihan, Bs but chutes 
‘ gather to refer us to Grories.de jure bella. F pacis, + Liboa: Cape Ts 
oo ee pen Opinions: yo 6 He - 
u the Modemns, w. ~adopted this: Principle, are - 
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almoft inrfurerable, but that he fhall content himfelf to gifote 
the Jefiire Lefcalopier on Cicer, de Nat. Deor, Lib.-1, &: $7, 
where he is very angry with Cotta for reje&ting the Confent of 
Nations, asa thing of fmall moment. He maintains that we 
can’t follow a better Rule than the Judgment of Nature. He 
{ays that every particular Perfon may be miftaken, but the Con. 
tagion of Lying can’t {pread it felf over all Mankind. He-con- 
firms his Opinion by the Teftimony of Cicero, who fays that 
what takes place in the common Senfé of Man is fituated and 
fix’d in Nature it felf. He concludes that common Senie is the 
Voice of Nature, and that. the Voice of the People is the Voice 
of Ged. Lefcalopier quotes alfo Ariffotle De Divinat. per Somnum, 
Sratim Initio..where he fays that Divination by Dreams has 
fomething of reality: in it, becaufe it has found Credit amongft 
all Nations. He cites alfo a Paflage of Ibo. Aquinas, where 
he affirms that the publick Voice is not wholly falfe, fince it 
Seems that what is found -in moft Men fhould be natural. But 
Nature has no Total defe&t. The Proverb, That publick Re 
mour is not altogether vain, is a Sentence of Heéfiodd.Oper. & 
Der. fab. fin. which Ariftotle quotes to confirm this Maxim, 
That fince all Men and al’.Beafts feek after Pleafure, this thews 
that it is in fome meafure the Summum Bonum. 
§ 8 contains Refle&tions on the feveral Quotations in the fore- 
going Chapter. 1. Asto Seveca, M. BayleAfays, that that Phi- 
lofopher did not much truft to the Maxim he quoted, and proves 
it by two Reafons. One is, that he compar’ thofe who. build 
on the General Opinion, to the Conquer’d Gladiators, who had 
-recourfe to the Prote&tion and Mercy of the People, and that 
he may not refemble them, he proves his Thefis with the fame 
Attention as if it had-not been agreeable to the general Opinion. 
The other is, that he-did not believe the Immortality of the 
Soul, tho’ he faid that ir was an Opinion, which the Confent 
of Men, who feard Hell, had extreamly authoriz'd. You are 
to think, fays he to Marcia, comforting her for the Death of - 
her Son, that he who is dead is tormented with no Evils. All 
that is feign’d to be fo terrible in Hell, is but a Fable, &%<, 2. As. 
to. Balbus eee M. Bayle fays, it’s fufficient to obferve that 
~ his Proof Whds to maintain Impiety, fevers Phd the Hea- 
vens, andthe Pagan Idolatry. He tells us he conld refle&t on his 
‘Maxim, that time abolifhes Falfehoods, and confirms the Judg- * 
ments of Nature,» from whence he concludes. that the — 

















Religion was true, ‘he fays he could eafily refute this to the Con- 
fufion-of that Philofopter, ‘but aime thai peat the fame Mines 
again, he referrs us to. his Hiftorico-Critical Di@tionary, the Re- 
mark P. of the Article Lednoy ( Fobn de) He tells us he wll 
only add, that Costa rezurn’d him an Aniwer mix’d with Raillery, © 
for as the Stoicks us’d thofe as mad Men, who did not follow 
the Stoical Philofophy,he asks him if we muft leave to Fools the 
Decifion of fuch animportant Queftion- as this. He denies that 
all Men believ’d the Stars to be Deities, and proves they were 
fo far from it, that fome would not allow them to have any 
Soul. 3. He fays Cicero’s Do&trine can’t be good, unlefé all the 
Religions which have lafted feveral Ages be falf€, fo that we 
muft-fay his Argument is of no’ force, fince it proves too much, 
and tends to juftifie. the’ abominable Religion of ancient Rome. 
4. 7 the fame Obfervation-he over-thtows P/utarch’s Principle. 
5. He fays thatifthe Authors, who conclude that an Opinion is 
true, becaufe it’s generally approv’d, will apply this to Religion, 
there will be no particular Religion good, and thofe Religions 
that are leaft hurtful will have the moft Folkowers.. 6. He fays, 
if the Jefuite Le/calopier defines the Judgment of Nature to be 
what all Nations in general, and every Man in particular agree 
to, we muft own that the Judgment of Nature istrue, for what 
Error can we name, to which all Men, not one excepted, havea- 
greed. He fays he means Moral, not Phyfical Errors, he will 
not fay there was no time wherein any Man doubted of the 
Motion of the Sun rotnd the Earth: Bat by reducing the Judg- 
ment of Nature to this,we fhould not have a Character of Truth 
Criterium Veritatis, bat with relation to fome Principles of Me- 
taphyficks, or Arichmetick or Moratity, the whole it greater than 
its.Parts, if from equal things you take equal Parts the Remain- 
ders will be equal, two and two make four, we muft avoia lafamy , 
it’s good to acknowledge Kindne/s. ~ Yet we touft reckon as no- 
thing the Cavils of the Rank Pyrrhonians and Acatalepticks ; buc 
if in this refpect the yhemeat or Voice of ‘Natnte may ferve 
fora good Rule, yet its almoft every where elfe a falfé Ruleand 
horrid fpring of Diforder. For what, fays he, is the Voice of 
Nature? What are its Sayings ? That we moft well and 
drink well, and: enjoy: all the Pleafares of Senfe. W sat ie. 
ferour own Interefis to that of othefs.. seme ae, o what 
_ ever fits our Conveniency. We muft rather do an Injury than 

fuffer it, and-muft fevenge our felves. We muft not. pretend 

vive Ggee | that 
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that the ion of ihe infpires thof -Paflions; th 
appear not only in Beait i low the: Inftin&t: off cae 
bur alfo in. Children. They are anterior to. bad Education, and 
if, Art did’ not corrett di there would be nothing more tor- 
rupted than Human Souls, there would be nothing, in which all 
* "Men would more refemble one ual by unanimous Confent, 


than this, that we muft | he Body .all. that. it defires, and fa 
tisfie Ambition, Jeal ae Ace and, the, Defire. of Rey 


as much as we can. If Manhad follow’d the Motions of 
ture, the frongeft would have opprefs’d the Weaker, he’ wal 
have had no othet Rule in his Amours but Love it felf, the En- 
gagements dur ag Life in Marriage would have been unkn on 
he pofitive Laws have remedied. thefe Diforders. by bri 
Nature, and by fubjefting to Punifhments. thofe. that fhould a 
bandon themielves to their Natural Defires, .. Unbounded Fini. 
cition was, ane of. the Things Abrogated by the:Legiflators. It 
Man was.not ag under the Yoak of bd Nature would.al-. 
lore him-every day. to commit’ a thoufand Irregularities. » All 


this being confidered, M: Bayle asks, Who will truft to its Opi- 
ifion and its Voice. . He. fays. Ariftotle’s. Argument . proves: -t00; 
niuch, for the D vination by the Intrails of, Beafts, and by the. 


flight of Birds, is evidenrly Chimerical, and yet was authoriz’ 
by the Confent of as many People as Divination by aggre 
The fame Example, he fays, eneryates the Paflage in Fho. 
mas, which either proves nothing, or proves. that the Difei- 
pline of the Augurs..and Arafpices had fomething ot seality. 
1 it. 

Having been fo: large in our Account of the’ firft eight Sefti- 
ons, we can only give the, Tides and.a-thort-hint, of the Con+ 
“s of oon ret, i ms iii 

9. Contains Refle&tions. on. Authority common 
§ 10, Contains a, mixture. of Remarks.-on M. Corneile’s. 


afting. of the common Appeotation, againft the Aurhority of 
the. whole French «Academy. § 11. Contains. further Renatis 


on, the final, Authority of ahs Passos Number,  § 12. Proves, 
chat the popular Authority of the greater. Number. is. weak, a 
sipally inggslation’ to. Hiftorical. or Dogmatical Truth to 
iitoricas, Arhth “at ers te many| Fables, about the Foun- 
. d the, AGtions of ancient: Kings, 
ir for certain Truths; they. have oom 

‘may have, contradiate sare oe 














thénrby. difbuted : great. many ; poe fays, were ,we to. at 





fengble all the People, and demand each of their Opinions about 
thet, there would be a thoufand. Voices. in the Aflirmoative to 
one in the Negative. As to Philofophical Opinions, he fays, ‘tis 
evident that the People can’t judge of them, they. would: take 
eyety thing at random, and damn.every. thing that.was. not ac- 
cording to their own Opinions :.¢. g.. They. would deny the:Az- 
zipodes andthe motion of the Eafth ; fo. that in all Philofophical 

atters the Votes of very few Men, who have ftudied them all 
their Life, is*of much greater weight than. that of three Millions 
of the Mobb. § 13. Contains the firlt, ObjeStion, againft the 
Proof drawn from. ae Confent of Nations, about the Exiftence 
of a God, and fhews that this Proof demands Difcuffions ‘thax 
furpafs human Capacities.. Here M. Bayle tells us; that the Sub- 
ye€t of Difpute is not on the Queftion, Whether there be a God? 
ut only on thefe two Thefes, I. That the Confént of all Na- 
tions is a demonftrative Argument of the Exiftence ofa Deity. 
I. That. the Impreffions of Nature can’t. be falfe... The. firft Ob- 
jeCtion. againft. the firft Thefis is, That..the Proof depends ona 
aét which it’s impoffible to prove... Shew me, fays he, a Map 
of the Wofld, fee there how many Countries remain :yct to be 
difcovered, and how. vaft a Tra&t is comprehended: under the 
Name of Terra Aujftralis incognita,.whillt, ;fays he, I am igno- 
tant OF what they think in thofe places,  can’r be certain, that 
all the Nations of the Earth: have given this confent you men- 
tion. Its impofhible for you to. draw me ont of this uncertainty; 
ou can’t aflure me, neither that thofe places are without Inha- 
bianes, nor that the Inhabitants have no Religion. 


§. 14. Proves that its not, fafe to conclude. froma Nations _ 
acknowledgment. of the Immoftality, of; tbe Soul, that. it owns 
alfo a Deity. And inftanees in_ the Inbabitants. ofthe, Marian 
Iflands, who own'd no Dy and before the Gofpel was preach’d 
to them, had not the leaft Idea of Religion ; They had no Tem- 
ples, Altais, Sacrifices nor Priclts; yet belicy’d. the Immortality, 
of the Soul, and that there is a Pasadife and Hell... For proof 
of this, M. Paes qantes le Gobiem, ddiffoire . des :lfles. Marsennes, 
pag. 64, edit. de Paris, 1709, . §.° 45, Proves that wedhould ¢n- 
aire in what manner Religion. is inwodu¢d intoa Country, or 
hether it be as Ancient there as the, Nation it {tlf, before .we 
can make a good Argument of the, Confent.of Nations. The 
latter of thefe Proofs, lie fays, would be much better than the 
. | Gggg 2 former, 
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former, and.yet there would ‘arife ; an mn Important ao on, Pings 
too; Was this Religion embrac’d ‘without i ge 

{tri&t Enquiry into the Motives: are its Credibility 7 Hea ack Wie. 
ther it can afford any advantage to Chriftianity to alledge the 
Confent given to it ye the Saxons, the Inhabitants of the North, 
or thé Americans; who-were Yatbiroufly forc’d' to be baptiz’d 
and renounce their Idols. without’ being convine’d of the necefh 
of it, -or declaring their minds, and “fays | that the multitude eA 
fuch fore’d Converts is no Argument ‘to prove that a : Reéligion’is 
true, and if their Children continue ‘in it, its only the effe& of 
Education: §. 16 Proves that we ought to inform our, felves if 
there were no Perfons that denied the Exiftence of aGod before 
this Argument can hold good , but M:Bayle'alledges that there 
were many fuch in Greece, and proves it ‘by Jthe Teftimony of 
P/ato, in his Freatife de Legib. kb, 10: circ. init. whete he owns 
that there were a good number of Atbedinns and thofe Learne¢ . 
Men that’ denied the Exiftence of God, and others’ denied his 
Providence. -He fays we muft enquire whether si afl .other 
People there are not fuch Examples to he found;o:berwifé we can 


never give the’ Argument, drawn from the. confeht at alt ‘Nations 
irs due fofce; “tis a folid maxim, everyone ‘to bis Trade, and 


that in all Arts’and- Profeffions the Judgment of’ a finall number 
of ‘skilful Petfons isto be preferr’d to that of a mvltirude of Ig- 
norant People. “§-'17. Shows how difficult it is to diftingvith 
what proceeds’ from Nature, from what proceeds from. Educa- 
tion} and M.-Bayle fays, that to-aflure our ‘felves fully, that all 
the People of the Earth founded’ their Opinion of the Exifténce 
of God of on the Impreflions of Nature, and not on thofe of Edu- 
eation, we ought to-have {tudied each Country in their ftate of 
Infancy; ‘and-obferved the frft Rays of Light that might fptiag. 
from the’Souls of Infants, and-to diftinguifh well ia them what 
might proceed fpom-InftruGion and what not.. Burt where is the 
Man ena has Leifure or Time enough to make all thefe 

ments? § 18. Examines two Anfwers.to the Objection contain’d 
inthe foregoing Chaprer. The firft is, that Atheifm might 
perhaps prevail among fome barbarous big which would 
give no ground for your Confequence. ‘But, fays M. Bayle, you 
before talk’d: of the general Confent, and‘ now you reduce it to- 
that of the greatéft-part. You grounded: your Arg: ps at firit 
on on that the moit bratifh Barbarity ee not. exti ifh’d the 
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is barbarous, we muft not mind their Atheifn.. The.2d is, That 
were ittrue, as M. Bay/e fays, the Queftion would be only about 
two or thiee Perfons in each Age, and then the Confent might 
pafs for General in the moft rigorous acceptation of the word ; for 
two or three Monifters in a Year don’t hinder us from. fa ing that 
all Children come into the World: with a Head, two Feet and 


two Hands. But he asks them. whether becaufe all Infants are born - 


in the oth Month, we muft-reckon thofe to be. Monfters that are 
born in the 7th. Then M. Bayle quotes feveral Authors who 
deplore the great.Multitude of Atheifts, and particularly Father 
Merfenne, who. in his Commentary on Cenefen printed at Paris 
if 1623, fays there were above scooo Atheifts at Paris. §-19. 
Contaias a-Retorfion of the ObjeGion, that Intereft or Self-love 
hinder Men from embracing Religion, and.make them. run into 
Impiety ; and fays, we may as. well fay that moft of sthe- Ortho- 
dox embrace Religion out of a mercenary . Defign. to ger by it. 
§. 20. Contains an Examination ofthe .3d Anfwer to the Ob 
jection in, § 13.,and thews in what Senfe. ir’s eafie .to know that 
there is a God. § 21. Is only a) Recapitulation and Confirma- 


tion of the preceeding Chaprers;, with fome Reflections on..the - 


Syftums of Mr. Cudsoorth and Mr. Greve. 

22. Contains a Proof drawn from the Controverfic, if- the 
Tradition of all Ages be a mark ofthe. Truths of Chriftianiry. 
M. Buyle fays.the. Proveftants maintain, that let.a Tradition be 
never {6 ancient and general, yet it ought to be-reckon’d falfe. if 
it be contrary to Scripture. Now, fays M. Bay/e, if the general 
a of Chriftians does:not excufe us from fearching tor the 

roofs of an Opinion in Scripture, and. does nor: keep it from be- 


ing rejetted,in cafe it be contrary to the Rule of Chriftian Faith ;. . 


the general Confent of all Nations will not excufe ns from. feek- 
ing, tor Proofs of the-Exiftence of God in. Philofophy, and.to de- 
cide jt according to the Rule of common Opinions, , Befides,-he 


fays, we can’t find the Chain of this Tradition, becaufe of the: . 
teat Hiatus os Gap in Hiftory; and who can affure.us thac alf - 


thofe Hiftories that are- loft contain’d nothing contrary to. tote. 
we have now.. Here we have alfo fome Remarks on the Ma- 


xim of Jo/epbus, That when all the World.agree to writeand: . 


k unanimoufly of the fame-thing, it’sa fign, that it’s:ttue.. 
~ Coiesleed fecond Objeftion againft. the. Proof drawn. 
from the General Content of Nations, and fhows that ie’s-nor, 


certain that the Impreffions of Nature are a fign of Truth. §..24.. 


shews. 


Coy. 
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Shows the Defeéts of fome Methods made ufé of to prove that 
the Inftin€&ts of Nature are-true. In § 25. we have the third 
Obje€tion againft the Proof founded on the general Confent, viz, 
That this Proof, were it good, would confirm the impious Opi- 
nion of the Plurality:of Gods, and not the Exiftence of one on- 
ly True God. § 26. Containsan Examination of fome Anfwers 
to the third Objegtion, and’whether we may fay that fome Pa- 
eans' knew: the Unity of God, ‘which, the fays, there is no Proof 
that they did. §. 27. Is a Digteffion on F. /e Comre’s Propofitions 
condemn’d by the Sorbonne, Of. 18. 1700. §. 28. Shows that 
that Father’s Propofitions don’t overthrow the third Obje&tion; 
§ 29. fhows, Why our Author does not make ufé of the Com- 

laint,. that a good Caufe might have againft the Plurality of 
Voices in the’ Cenfure of -Father Ze Comre’s Propofitions. In §. 
30. wehave the fourth Obje€tion again{ft this Argument drawn 
trom the general Confent, that it’s proper to induce each Na- 
tion to preter the Faith of their Anceftors to all others. In §, 
31 we have a‘Confirmation of the fourth Objeft, by the Prin- 
ciples‘of P/are, about Divine Worthip,and thofe of Cicero about 
Tradition. In §. 32. we have the fifth and laft Obje&tion, that it 
authorizes many Errors and Superftitions.: §..33. contains five 
Remedies againit the Scruple that might arifé from M. Bay/e’s ha- 
ving refuted thofe who prov’d the Exiftence of God from. the 

eneral'Confent of Nations. §. 34. contains the Solution-of an 
YbjeCtion’ that’ might be found in the laft of thefe five Reme- 
dies, and fhows how David Derodon magnify’d the Atheifts too 
much. §. 35. fhows how we may diminifh the Multitude of 
Atheifts, as deferib’d by David Deredoy. §. 36. fhovis how the 
Vivacity, wherewith certain People love to difpute, excites rafh 
Judgments. © 437. gives us another ObjeQtion againft the laft of 
the five Remedies. §. 38. fhows why M. Bayle has been fo 
large in his Difpute againft the Proof drawn from the general 
Confentof all Nations, and that it has been refuted by feveral 
Orthodox Divines, and particularly by Dr. Parker, Bifhop. of 
Oxford. §.39. fhows that our Author ftill perfifts in his Gon-. 
mene Attrology:*’§.-40.°enquires whether it be a favoura-. 
ble Prejudice for Aftrology to tte that the great*Philofophical- 
Heads of: the-17th‘Gentury could not riin its Credir,. and de- 


clares for the Negative. ©§ 41. Shews the falfiry of fome Aftto- 
logical Predi€tions, , | "2 > 


§ 42. 
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-§ 42. Examines iff we ought to fay when Aftrologers are mi- 
ftaken, that *tis the fault of the Workman and not of the Art; 
and fays.tis the fault of the Art. §°43. Shews how a Horo- 
{cope may be true without the help of the Stars. Here we have 
alfo an Examination of a Horoftope- that promis’d a very bap- 
py Marriage. § 44. Treats of an Almanack printed at Amfter- 
dam-in 1688, and-of a-pretended Letter from a Quaker at Lon- 
don prog W. Merchant in Rotterdam. Dated at London, Feb: 
24. 16558. 

§ 45. Shews that there is often a very punifhable Malice in 
the Predictions of Aftrologers. § 46. Is a Confirmation of what 
was faid in the Pen/, Diverf. Cap. 30. again{t the pretended fatality 
of certain Names. § 47. Is an Addition to what. was faid in Pen, 
Diverf. Cap. 49. again{t thofe that feek for the Caufe ofan ima- 
ginary Effet § 48. Shews why M. Bayle did not’ quote his 
Authorsin Penf. Drverf. Cap. 18. § 49. Enquires whether any 
thiag can be concluded againft him from this; ‘Fnat there wers 
Heathens who knew that the Purity of the Heart was the priné 


cipal. part of Divine Worfhip. § 50. Contains Confiderations’ . 


on the Penitence of the Ninevites. § 51. Contains Remarks 
that prove that the Pagan Religon was content with the Exter- 
nal Worfhip. § 52. Is-an Anfwer to an Obje€tion grounded on 
the Prologue to the Laws of Zaleucus.. In § 53. we have féve- 
tal Paffages out of the ancient Fathers, which prove that the 
Pagan Religion did. not teach. Vertue, but only the outward 
Worfhip of the Gods. § 54. ShewS the ufelefnefs of the Pagan 
Religion for acquiring Vertue. § 55. Shews what was Seveca’s 
Opinion on the Queftion, If all Things were made for Man ? 

56. Contains an Effay towards an Accommodation between 
Chriftian Tneology and Philofophy on the Queftion, If the whole 
World was created for Man? § 57. Shews in what Senfe 
M Bayle might have adopted Seeca’s Opinion ; proves that the 
Vanity of Men ftrengthen’d the Doftrine of Prefages, and en- 
quires whether the Confequences of the Laws of Nature have 
always Man for their end.- § 58. Enquires whether. Seneca de- 
parted fromthe Do&trine of the other Philofophers, when he 
faid that. the World was not made for Man. § 59. Contains 
Comparifons between the State of Men and that of Beatts. § co, 
Contains: Confiderations: on the Dominion which we afcribe to 
Man over the other living Creatures. § 61: Enquires if there. be 


nota little. Contradiftion in what Semeca fays of the Goodneis. 
, Os 
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ot God. § 62. Gives us the Doftrine of Laffentivs and Arno. 
bias about the GoodnefS of God, and enquires whether Seneca 
was St. Paxl’s Difciple. § 63. Shews what Hiftorians ought to 
do when they meet with incredible or fuperititious Things, 
§ 64. Shews that there is no Affeftation in what M. Bayle faid, 
Pen. Diverf. Cap. 105. of the Inclination of the Heathens to 
multiply the number of Gods. .§ 65. Contains an Examination 
of an Objetion that might be made againft what was faid in the 
foregoing Chapter, on the multiplicity of the Di Penares. 


§ 66. Is a Supplement to what was faid, Pen/. mae Cap. 26. 
on the Queftion, If the Pagans knew the Unity of God? with 
foine general Kematks on the Authorities quoted by Mr. Cud- 
worth tor the Affirmative. § 66. Contains particular Confidera- 
tions on. the Do&trine of the Sroics and Hippocrates, and on the 


Idea that we have of the Uniry of the Soul in each Auimal. 


6%. Contains an Examination of what relates to the Plstonics. 
69. Treats of the Opinion of the Caba/ifls, that the Creatures 
flow'd from God. § 70. Shews why M. Buy/e fays nothing of 


thofe Myftical Perfons that {eem to think that the Creatuzes are 


-tranfubftantiated into God. § 71. which is the laft in this Voi. 
{hews, that “tis own’d that Policy very much influenc’d the Hea- 


then Religion. 


We muft deferr the Account of the otber Volume till another 
119ml. 
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The Preacher. A Difcourfe, fhewing, what are the Particular Off’. 
ces and Employments of thofe of that Charaéler inthe Churc}. 
With a free Cenfure of the soft Common Failings and. Mifcar- 
yiages of Perfons in that Sacred Employment. To whichis added 
aCatalogue of fome Authors, who may be beneficial to Young 
Preachers, and Stxdentsin Divinity. By John Edwards, D D. 
London, Printed for J. Robinfon, J. Lawrence, and J. Wyat, 
1705. 8VvoO. pag. 357- 


N our Journal for the laft Month, after fomething pre. 
@ mis’ with relation to our Authors long Preface, and the 
Introdu@ory part of the Difcourfe, we gave you a large, tho’ 
Summary Accouat, of the Afatter wherein a Preacher is con- 
cern’d. 

To profecute theretore this Argument; todo our Author 
Juftice, and to be as good as our Word to the Publick ; we 
fhall (to the beft of our Judgments) account for the latter part 
of the Treatife, which relatesto the A¢anner of Preaching. 

Under this Head, Dr. Edwards obferves, that the Prepa- 
rative Rule in General, is, to undertake the Work with an 
entire dependence on the Divine Strength, and with an hearty 
imploring of it; fince the Succefs of our Endeavours ia the 
Miniftry is owing to the Divioe Bleffiog. And here he par- 
ticularly obferves, “‘ That by the negleét of this Rule, There 
“ is no difference made between a Sermon and a Declamation;but 
“© the Preacher goes into the Pulpit, as an Orator afcends the 
“¢ Roftra. This ( addshe ) is one Reafon, why Sermons are fo 
“¢ ineffectual, why we fee fo {mall Fruit of our Labours. ” 

After this General Rule, he proceeds more particularly. to 
the-Rules and Meafures, which are to be obfervd in the Atiual 
Difcharge of this Office. Here he tells us that our Preaching 
muft be (1.) With all Tenderaefs of Affe@tion. ( 2.) With 
a becoming Boldnefs, Courage and Zeal. ( 3.) With all’ Se, 
rioufnefs aad Gravity. (4) With the Ufe.of Humane Lear, 
cing, («) With Frequency and. Conftancy. .( 6.) With 
Difcretion and. Prudence. » (7. ) With 4 great Care to,Live 
according to what is preachd. On thefe feveral Heads or 

Hhbhh Rules, 
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Rules he treats at large, and a Summary whereof we beg leave 
to give you. 


I. His firft Rule, or Direétion then, is this, That Mini- 
fters fhould Preach with all tendernefsof AffeGtion, with the. 
moft Senfible Love and Compaflion to the Souls of Men Of 
this he tells us, Chrift isa great and Noble Precedent, both 
with refpe@ to the Multitude, which followed him, of whom 
he had Compaffion, becaufe they fainted in the Way, and 
were feattered abroad as. Sheep having no Shepherd, and 
whom he fed bya Miracle; as alfo with refpeét to his Com- 
paflionate Complaint and Tears over Yerufalem. To this Great 
Exemplar, Dr. Edwards adds the Example of St. Paul, whofe 
Love and Compaflion to the Souls of Men was difcovered in 
the Rules and Injun@ions, which he gives in his Example and 
Practice. This Affeionate Manner of Addrefs, he fays, is 
not only fuitable to the Perfons that Speak, but to 
thofe alfo that are Spokento. Among othér things he tells 
us, “ Thattruly this Affectionate Method of Preaching is like 
“‘ to be moft Efficacious and Succefsful, and to work even up- 
* on the moft Obdurate and Obftinate, even thofe who ap. 
** proach to the Nature of Infenfible Stones or ungovernable: 
** Brutes. Which (adds he) it isprobable is the Moral of Am- 
“ phion’s drawing Stones after him with his Mufick, for building 
“* the Walls of Thebes; and-of Orpheus’s taming Wild Beafts, 
** and making them dance after his Harp.’ The plain meaning - 
“* ¢ concludes he )is, that they had the Skill to win upon the 
“ moft Refra&tory, and by their affe&tionate Infinuations to- 
“ foften and Cultivate their Salvage Manners. ” 


II. Another Rule; which Dr: Edwards preferibes, is, That: 

a Minifter fiou’d preach with a becoming Boldnefs and Courage, 
with Eagernefs.and Zeal. Of this he gives us feveral Inftan- 
ces, both in the Old and New Teftament, and fhews the Ne-. 
ceflity of it in order to moving the Paflions. ‘This Boldnefs. 
and Zeal, he tells us, are difcovered ( 1. ) By the Elevation of 
the Voice, wherein he takes an occation of enquiring into the- 
er fignification of the Words xievE and: xvptocery.(-2, ) By a. 
tting and comely Gefture of Body. (3. ) By-tharp confuting. 
of Error and Falfe Doctrine ; for which. he produces. the Ex- 
amples of the: Apoftles, and of the Ancient Chriftian Fathers. 
Mh: 
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in the Succeeding Ages; and anfwers the pretences to thecon- 
trary. (4. ) And laftly, by a tharp and fevere checking of 
Vice: the Neceflity whereof he fhewsin order to the awaken- 
ing and rowfing of Sinners, and withal he tells us that Flat- 
tery is uaworthy of a Minifter of the Gofpel. We beg 
deave not to infift on thefe particulars, fince it may prove 
offenlive to many, and therefore fhall go onto the Drs. third 
Rule, or Direction preicrib’d, viz. 


Hl. That the Preachers Office mult be difcharg’d with all 
Serioufnefs and Gravity: and nothing that is Light and Vain 
muft be *heard or feen from the Pulpit. Uuder this Head he 
condemas the extravagant Lowdnefs, the too Rapid ot tao 
Slow Pronunciation, the ftrange and uncouth Tone, and ob- 
ferves that the Action, as well as Voice muft be Grave and 
becoming. He likewife condemns all Affectation of Wit and 
Jetting ; all Fanciful Defcants and Quaint Divifions ; all Jiag- 
ling of Words and Syllables; the Extravagant ufe of Meta- 
phors and Similitudes, and a Scenical and Wiftrionical Freedom. 
For the evincing of this he propofes thefe two Confiderations ; 
(x. .) That our Preaching, .if it be as it ought to be, is God’s 
Meflage, and therefore. muft be delivered Reverendly ; and 
that the Teacher of God’s Word muft not fool and trifle, nor 
play and prevaricate.. ( 2.) That a light and flahhy Way of 
difcourfing, will neverdo aay Good to the Souls of Meh 3 which 


is the Defiga of Preaching. 


1V. Dr. Edmwards’s next Rule is, that Study and Humane 
Learning, and an exerting of his natural Parts and Endow- 
ments are another Qualification in a Preacher. . And -here he 
tells us, that in order to explain himfelf, and to let the Reader 
know what he means by Study and Learning, he propofes ‘the 
following Particulars: And fays, that by Study and Learning 
he means (1.) Strong Reafoning and Arguing. (2) A due Exer- 
cife of the Memory. (3-/ A laudable and becoming Ufe of In- 
venation and Fancy.. (4.) A Style and Language that fits the 
Palpit. » (5.)..A difpofing of things. into: Method aad Order. 
(6.) A Skill in.all Parts of Homane Literatare. On thefe feveral 

Heads he enlarges: himielf, aad tells.us; [ag 30. BBQ 
Erft, That there is requir’d in a Preacher, Solid Reafon aad 
Arguing; for his Judgment muft lead the Way, and it muft 
Hhhh2 | have 
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have: a continual Influence upon his whole Performance: And 
then his Difcourfes will be Rational, Clean, and Conviétive, 
But here, he fays, we muft chiefly take. Care, that we content 
not our felves with feeming Arguments, which have no real or 
found Bottom; and that when we would effe@ually exhort, and 
ftir up our Auditors toa faithful Difcharge of the great Duties 
of our Religion, we endeavour it by true and fubftantial Rea. 
fons and Motives, fuch as the Commands of him, who is our 
Sovereign Lord, the freeGrace and Bounty of God difcovered 
in the Gofpel, the Evils that attend a vicious Life, the inward 
Deformity of Sin, and its Contrariety to the Divine Nature, 
the Innate Excellency and Beauty of Religion, the Pleafures 
and Advantages of Holinefs, the Eafinefs.of Chrift’s Yoke, the 
Rewards that attend it both here and hereafter. 

Secondly, He obferves that the Memory (as wellas Judgment) 
is to be employ’d in thisService; and that not onlyas’tis requi- 
fite for acquiring Arts and Sciences, and Divinity it felf, the 
Great Art of Arts; butas it is helpful to usin delivering of Ser-- 
mons, which isthe Thing he fpeaks of at prefent. And here 
hetellsus, That the Memory isnot to be look’d upon as.an Ace 
complifhment of the firft Rate; but on fome Accounts 2s a mean. 
Attainment ; and tho’ fomeof the beft Speakers among the La- 
tins and Greeks deliver’d their Difcourfes out cf their written 
Papers, and not by Heart: Yet it is a Choice and valuable 
Gift, and of great Ufe in Preaching, and therefore fhould be 
exercis’d betimes; or at leaft the Work fhould bedivided be- 
tween the Memory and Notes, and a Graceful Reading fhould: 
be obferved. * . , 

In the next Place he obferves, That not only the Judgment 
and Memory, but the Invention, Wit, and Fancy, are to be 
employ’d in the Preaching of God’s Word ; for all our Natural 
Parts and Endowments being the Gifts of God , ought to be 
made ufe of in his Service, and therefore they fhould’ particu- 
larly: contribute to this great Work. 

Fourthly, With Refpe& to the Style and Language of the 
Preacher, Dr. Edwards fays, it muft favour of Study.and Learn- 
ing :: That it muft not be dark and obfcure, nor fpruce and 
gawdy, but plain and intelligible ; in fach a Style and Lan- 
guage as-our Saviour’s Sermons, the Difcourfes and Writings. 
of the Apofties; and. thofe.of the Primitive Fathers were.. 


Anothes: 
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Another thing relating to Humane Learning, requir’d of a 
Preacher, our Author tells us, is to put his Difcourfe into a 
Method which becomes a Man of Skill. This, he fays, he 
may call the Heraldry of a Sermon, forit is the due Marfhalliog 
and Ordering of ity and giving every Part its right Place. 
Whereas, adds he, it may be faid of an Immethodical Preacher, 
as Plutarch faid by Epicurus, he hath many things huddled and 
jumbled together, but nothing in Order: Heaps upon Heaps, 
every thing is prepofterous and confufed. 

Sixthly and Laftly, Dr. Edwards obferves, That a Preacher 
will have Occafion at one time or other to fhew he is not uh- 
acquainted with the other, yea, with al] the Points of Humane 
Learning: Such as the Knowlege of the Learned Tongues, 
Grammar, Criticifm, and Rhetorick; the Sewifh Antiquities, 
the Writings of the Fathers, Councils, Ecclefiaftical Hiftory,, 
Natural and Moral Philofophy, @c. On thefe Points he enlar- 
ges very particularly, and then proceeds to A : 


V. Fifth Rule or Qualification of Preaching, viz. that it be 
Frequent. Weare (fays he) to take all Occafions of inftru@ing 
the People, and we areoftento inculcate the fame things. For 
the Proof of this, he producesin the General the Example of 
Chrift and his Apoftles, and of the famous Lights of the Primi- 
tive Church, and then goes on to lay down fome particular 
Reafons, why the Word fhould be often difpens’d ; fuch as: 
thefe: (1.) Becaufe there are many Hearers ignorant and dulk 
of Underftanding, and therefore ’tisneceflary to them to rei- 
terate the fame Inftruétions, and'to prefs them often. (2.) Be- 
caufe they are forgetful, being generally diverted by Bufinefs 
or Pleafure, fo that they let flip a great Part of what we deli- 
vertothem; which» makes it neceffary that the: Inftruétions. 
fhould be repeated to'them. €3.) Begaufe that the Hearers 
are not always in the fame Difpofition and Temper of Mind,. 
and that we can’t deal fo advantageoufly with them: at one time: 
as at another, and therefore the Frequency of publick Inftru- 
&ions and Admonitions is to be approv’d. (4.) Becaufe of the 
great Importatice of the Matters difcours’d of ; for where the 
Subje@ is very weighty, there all wife Men allow a frequent 
handling of it. “(5:) Fhere ought to be frequent Preaching,. 
becaufe there mult be frequent Hearing. (6.) And’ Laftly,. 


(adds he) Let. the. Difpenfers-of the Divine Word be — 
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The Church-Catechi{m explain’d for the Ufe of the Diocefe of St. A- 
faph. By the Right Reverend Father in God, William Lord B:- 
{hop of that Diocefe. London, Printed for Walter Kettilby. 


1704, 4to. pag. 227. 


He ‘Author of thefe Papers is fo well known tothe World, 
not only by a true and fubftantial Learning, but alfo by 
an undifguifed, unaffected and Primitive Plainnefs, Integrity 
and Piety, that it would be to no Purpofe to infift upon his 
@harater, tho’ we might fafely do it without fearing the leaft 
Imputation of Flattery. The extraordinary Care which he 
took in Inftru@ting, Regulating, and Difciplining the Flock of 
his own private Parifh, with the nice and ftri& Examination of 
thofe, who were to be admitted to holy Orders, whilft he was 
only an Examiner and Approbator, fhew how well qualified, be 
is for that Poft, towhich God and his Church have call’d him. 
And here, ‘being in a more Publick and Governing Capaci- 
ty, wefind, by this Piece now before us, that he has ftill the 
fame Zeal and Concern for the Welfare of thofe Souls that are 
committed ‘to his Charge. He begins his Government at the 
right End, wiz. by recommending to his Clergy, the (too much 
neglected) Practice of Catechizing and inftru&ting young Per- 
fons in the Principles ‘and Fundamentals of our Holy Religion. 
Thisis'to lay the Foundation deep, and upon a Rock, which 
cannot be eafily fhaken or overthrown. ‘ Hear what our Au- 
thor’s excellent Words are upon this very Subje&. Having in 
his Preface lamented the fad Degeneracy of thofe who were 
born: and profefs’d themfelves Chriftians. He» fays, “ That 
* this cannot be otherwife, fo long as the great Duty of Cate- 
* chifing, or Inftru@ing People in the firft Principles of the 
* Chriftian Religion, is»f generally neglected or flightly per- 
“form’‘d, as it hath been for many Years together. For People 
* being Baptized into Chrift, as they ought to bein their Infan- 
“cy, although they then promis’d by their Sureties to believe 
* all the Articles of the Chriftian Faith, and toobey God’s Com- 
*fandments, and are accordingly obliged to do fo; yet unlels 
* they be rightly inform’d, as they grow up, of what they thea 
* promis’d 





for Detober 1704. 707 
promis’d, before they have contracted any ill Habits, what- 
foever outward Profeflion they may make of the Chriftian 
Religion, it hath little or no effea upon them. For ( adds 
he) although they have the Gofpel Preach’d over and over a- 
gain to them, and make it a great part of their Religion to 
hear it, yet it makes but little Impreflion upon them, becaufe 
they donot underftand the Principles we go upon, nor 
the meaning of the Terms we ufe, and muft of Neceflity ufe, 
in the tight Preaching of it. This to him feems one of the 
chief Reafons, why fo many Sermons in our Days are 
Preach’d to no purpofe, except it be to aggravate the Faults 
of thofe that hear them. Whereas if the Principles of 
our Holy Religion were firft inftilled in thofe which are 
young, as they grow in. Years they would grow in Grace 
too, and in the Knowledge of our Lord and Saviour Jefus 
Chrift, and {0 by degrees would be rightly difpofed and 
qualified both to underftand, and to receive the Word 
with al] reacinefs of Miad, and would profit more by any 
one Sermon thev hear, than others do by all, how many fo- 
ever they be. ” This Obfervation, delivered in a plain, 
Clear and familiar Style, is fo notorioufly true, that we need 
only appeal to dayly Experience for the proof of it. 


“er rn re eneereerenennnnnena 


Upon thefe, among other Accounts, the Bifhop fays, it is 
to be earneftly with’d by ail that love Chrift and his Religion, 
that the Rubricks and Canons of our Church concerning Cae 
techifing, could be generally and duly obferved. And here, 
having inferted the two Rubricks, which follow immediately 
after the Catechifm, he from thence, and the s9th Canon of 
the Church raifes thefe Obfervations: ( 1.) He obferves, That 
in the Book of Common-Prayer, fet forth in King Edward 
the VI. and in Queen Elizabeth’s Reign, as alfoin the soth 
Canon, the time appointed for Catechifing, was Half an Hour 
before Evening Prayer ; but now it is to be done after the Se- 
cond Leffon at Evening Prayer, that thofealfo of riper Years 
which were not taught the Cathechifm in their Youth, may 
learn what they ought to believe and do, by hearing the youa- 
ger Sort Examin’d and Inftruéted in it. (2. ) He obferves, That 
every Curate or Miaifter of every Parith in England, is ob- 
lig’d by this Law, not carelefly, but diligently, not private- 
ly, but openly, to ve and Inftru@ fome of his = 
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in fome part of the Catechifm, every Sunday and Holy-day 
throughout the Year. (3.) That as all Minifters are bound sto 
Catechife every Lord’s-Day and Holy-Day in their refpettive 
Parifh-Churches ; foall Fathers, Mothers, Mafters, and Dames, 
even every Head of a Family in every Parifh, are bound by 
the fame Law, to caufe all in their refpective Families that 
have not yet learned their Catechifm, to come to Church at 
allfuch Times, and there obediently fubmit themfelvesto be 
Examin’d, Inftru&ed, and Order’d by their Miniffer, not 
only now and then, but conftantly, until they have learned 
all that is here appointed. (4. )Thatevery Minifter is bound 
not only to teach the Youth and ignorant Perfons of his Parifh 
their Catechifm, and to examine whether they can fay it, 
but he is bound likewife to Inftru@ them in it, and to’ Ex- 
amine whether they underftand it or vo. If all this (con- 
cludes he ) was duly and generally obferved al] the Kingdom 
over, What an excellent Church and People fhould we then be- 
come? Then the promife which GOD hath made to his 
Church in general, would be fulfilled to Ours particularly. 
For we fhould all know him from the Leaft to the Greateft of 
us; and if we knew him aright, we could not but Serve, 
Honour, and Obey Him as we ought, and fo live as becometh 
Chriftians, fhining as Lights in the World. 


Ig this and the like Pathetical Strain our Author runs on in 
his Preface, and having taken Notice of the Methods us‘d by 
others in explaining the Church-Catechifm, he tells us, that 
the Courfe that feemed to him the moft Effectual, is, by giving 
the Perfons to be inftructed firft a fhort, plain and eafie Expofi- 
fition of fome one part of the Catechifm, and then examining 
whether they underftood what wasfaid, by propounding fuch 
Queftions to them as had been refolv’din the foregoing Expo- 
fition. This being (ashe judicioufly thinks) the beft way 
whereby to Catechize to good purpofe, he has in what follows 
given a Specimen of it. But having infifted thus largely on 
the Preface, we come now to give you fome View of the 
Treatife it felf; of which it cannot be expeéted that we fhould 
give you a particular Extract, fince the Nature thereof is fuch 
as will not bear it, and the general Defign of it isalready hin- 
ted at. All that we can, or propofe to do, is to prefent 
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with fome Inftances of the plainnefs, and Clearnefs-of this 
Learned Prelates Expofition. 


In the very beginning he takes notice of the Excellency and 
Ufefulnefs of the Church-Catechifm, which is fo fhort, that 
the Youngeft Children that can learn any thing at all, may 
learn and fay it by Heart: and yetio full, that the oldeft Chrifti- 
ans that are, need know no more than what they are there 
taught to believe afid do thatchey may be faved. For in trath, 
itis the Summary of our Holy Religion, it contains.ali things 
neceflary to Salvation, and nothing elfe, and confilts (as he 
obierves ) of Five parts, every one of which is neceflary for 
every Ghriitian to be inftru¢ted in. As (1.) Our Baptifmal 
Vow, or the Solemn Promife which we made whea we were 
Baptized. (2.) The Apoitles Creed, wherein are contain’d 
all che Articles of the Chriitian Faith. (3.) The Ten Com. 
mandments, or the Moral Law, wherein the whole Duty of 
Man is declar’d in Gods owa Words. .(4.) Our Lord’s Pray- 
er, wherein we are taught, by him, how to Pray for all things 
needful for us. (§.) The Doétrine of the Sacraments, that 
Chrift hath ordained in his Church. Of thefe feveral Heads, 
and every particular. Braach, nay Word of them, he propofes 
to explain the True Seafe ; Subjoiaiag feveral’ Queftions ua- 
der each Branch, which take in the whole of what he had 


advanced upon it. 


As for inftance, having explained the Queftion, Whe gave 
you this Name? and the Anfwer toit, A4y Godfathers and Gods 
mothers in my Baptifm, Ge. He annexes the following Queries, 
the Anfwers to which comprehend the whole of what he had 
faid under this Head. The Queries are: Who are they whom 
ye call Godfathers and Godmothers? Why they are fo call’d? 
' Why did they give you your Name? Why did they give it 
in your Baptifm? How do you prove that to be a proper 
time for it ? What do you mean by your being a Member of 
Chrift, and. how doth it appear, that you were made fo in 
Baptifm? How do you prove, that you was thea allo made the 
Child of God? Ia what Senfe was youia Baptifm made an 
Inheritor of the’ Kingdom of Heaven?) Ia ,what doth the 
Kingdom of God confift ? May you aot be difiaherited ? Wha 


muft you dete prevent it? ) 


This 


liiia 
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This is the Method which the Reverend Prelate obferves 
through the whole, and therefore after this Specimen, we need 
not add any more of that Kind. : 


In explaining the firftArticle of our Creed; /Believe in God,&c. 
He in a concife way expounds every Word (almoft ) in 
the Article. J Believe (fays he) that is, I heartily affent and 
confent, that thereis an Javifible Being in and over the World, 
which we call GOD, who isa Spirit. I believe in God the 
Father, becaufe he hath a Son, an-only Son ; begotten of him- 
felf, therefore called, the only Begotten of the Father, without 
which he could not properly be a Father. Jbelieve alfo (adds 
he) that this God, the Father, is Almighty, i. e¢. he can do 
whatfoever he will: and isthe Av%aker of Heaven and Earth, 
i. e. of all things that are made, Vilible, and Invifible. He 
created them all # rhe beginning, and therefore out of nothing. 
Neither ( adds the Bifhop ) did God only make all things at 
firft, but heis ftill the Maker of them, by preferving and up- 
holding all things in their being, by the fame Power, Will and 
Word by which he at firft made them. And leeing Almigh- 
ty God and made preferveth, a Chriftian cannot but believe that 
he Governeth and difpofeth of all and every thing in particu- 
lar, the Leaft as well as the Greateft ; infomuch that nothi 
can ftir or happen inthe World without his fpecial Providence : 
By which he ordereth every thing after fuch a Manner, as to 
make it tend to his own Glory, to the good of the whole Crea- 
tion, and-to the benefit of every particular Perfon in it, who 
duly acknowledgeth, admires and adores his infinite Wifdom, 
Power and Goodnefs in the firft eftablifhment and contiaual 
Government of the World. | 


In his expounding the Second Article, ? believe in Sefus Chrift; 
bis only Son our Lord, having taken notice cf the feveral Offices 
of our Saviour, as Prophet, Prieft, and Kiag, and of his be- 
ing the only Son*of God, the Bifhoptells us; * That when 
© any Man fays, I believe in Jefus Chrift hisonly Son, or 
© the only Son of God the Father: He thereby profeffes that 
‘ he believes the fiid Jefus Chrift tobe truly Cod, of one Sub- 
* ftance with the Father. Which he muft neceflarily believe 
* as ever he defires to be Saved. For (adds our Author ) 
* go Man can ever believe; that any one can fave him, + 

€ 
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* he that made him. The Salvation of Mankind being certain- 
“ly as Divine a Work as the Creation of the World. And 
© therefore a Man muft of Neceflity believe Chrift to be God, 
© for otherwife he cannot believe on him as he is a Saviour, or 
* that he is able to fave him, that being more than any one, 
* or all the Creatures in the World can do. ” This is fo ftre- 
nuous an Argument for the Divinity of our Bleffed Saviour, 
as we think ( with Submiffion to better Judgments) all the 
Socinians and Oppofers of it, can never be able to anfwer, or 
with any Colour of Reafon to which they fo much pretend ) 


evade. 


We pafs over all the other Articles relating to our Saviour, 
and leave them with our Author’s Expofition of them, to the 
perufal and Judgment of our Pious and Learned Readers. On- 
ly we cannot forbear taking notice of whac he fays concer- 
ning the Defcenfion of Chrift into Hell, which to us feems to 
be fomewhat Extraordinary, and out of the common Road 
of Expofitors. #/is, has often been interpreted, xot Hell, 
but 4 State of feparation of Soul and Body, no matter whether 
a State of Mifery or Happinefs. This former laterpreters 
have faid on this Argument: buc now let us Hear what our 
Learned and Right Reverend Author fays of ic. He tells us, 
© That tho’ Chrift’s Body was laid in the Grave, yet ia his 
*-Soul he defcended into Hell. For tho’ as he was GOD, the 
* penitent Thief wasto be with him in Paradife the fanre Day 
©“ he died; yet as A4Zan, he did not yet Afcend wato the 
© Father. From whence he cannot but believe alfo that he 
* went to Hell, although the End for which he went thither 
* be not clearly reveal’d by God, and therefore not neceflary 
to be knownor determin’d by ns. Be fure( adds the Bifhop) 
he Suffered nothing there, for he had Suffered enough before 
for our Redemption : As he fhewed alfo, in that all the Pow- 
‘ er of Hel] was not able to keep him there 7 which might be 
“one great End of his going thither; Even to thew that he 
‘had Suffered the Extremity of the Law, paid the utmoft 
* Farthing, and fo made compleat Satisfaction for us.” This 
is our Author’s Learned, Plain Expofition of that fo long 
contefted point of Chrifts Defcent into Hell: So long: con- 
tefted, we fay, fince for fome Ages together it was not admitted 


as a Material Claufe into the Creed. 
Afters . 
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After thishe goes on to explain the other Articles of the 
Chriftian Faith, which relate to the Holy Ghoft, the Holy 
Catholick Church, @c, But having enlarg’d already on what 
went before, we fhall cut off Short, and refer a farther Ac- 
countof this Excellent Treatife to our next Journal. 





A Prefervative againfl Separation from the Church of England, 
wherein the Unlawfuinefs of it is proud: and the Chief Objeétions 
of the Diffenters anfwerd.. Direcied to his Parifbioners » By 
Solomon 'Pagis, Reétor of Farnborow iv Somerfethhire, Lon- 
don, Printed by J, G. for Timothy Child 1704. Svo. 
pag. 192. cS 


Otwithftanding all the Efforts, that have been made to 

bring over Difleaters to the Eftablifh’d and National 
Church, we have found by Experience the. Breach continues 
till alvso/?, if not guite.as wide as was before. God forbid, a- 
ny rigorous Methods fhould be usd to compel Mens Confcien- 
ces, but when Argument and. perfwafive Difcourfes cannot 
prevail, we muft(as’tis fit) leave them toanfwer, for the 
‘Jultnefs of their. Separation, to .God.and their own Confcien- 
ces. i Niany- Excellent -Treatifes have been formerly, as well 
as lately, Written to convince them of the Error of their Ways, 
but as long as they can get any Advocate tomaintain their Caufe, 
and to clear them, vight or wrong, from the Guilt of Schifm, 
they think themfelves Secure, and hold out againft all the 
Friendly Admonitions aud, Invitations, that are made them of 
Uniting with the National Church. And here, let us begJeave 
to’obferve, that one Fallacy has crept ion, which if kept up, 
will forever difunite us. The Fallacy is this, that the Att of 
Joleration {ets the IWon-Conformif? on the fame Level with the 
\Coufor maft, and that the one isas much aMember of the National- 
Church as the othér, But this( with Submiflion to better Judg- 
“ments )isca ndforious miftake; fince ’tis one thing to Tolerate, 
anidianother. thing to dpprove of fuch.a Voleration; ’tisone,thing 
to Conform toa National and Eftablifhed Church, and — 

: thing © 
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thing to be allowed an Exercife of Religious Worfhip tho’ ina 
Non-Conformift Way. MuchGood may the Ait of Toleration 
do them, and we pray God itmay never be taken away to the 
Prejudice of truly fcrupulous Confciences. But we muft add 
That in Foro Confcientie (to which we muft all at one Day appeal) 
theSum of the Matter is this; “* That if the National Church 
** of England be a found Part of the Catholick Church of Chrift 
“¢ with which a Man may without Sin Conform, it is Schifm for 
“ that Man, who thinks fo, not to Conform to it. 


We beg our Readers Pardon for this long, but we hope not 
unneceffary Preamble; and fhall now proceed to account for the 
Book before us, which in particular Defcaats upon what we 
have but briefly hinted at. 


In this Treatife then, our Author undertakes to prove the 
Unreafonablenefs of the Separation from the Church of Eng- 
land by Four Arguments 


The Firft is taken from the Nature of that Separation; The 
econd from one of the Chief Ends and Purpofes of the Chrifti- 
an Religion ; The Third from the Practice of our Saviour and 
his Apoftles, and of the whole Chriftian Church in her firftand 
pureft Ages, And the Fourth from the common Opinion and 
and Practice of moft part of the Old Non-Conformifts of Eng- 
lati. This he tellsus, fhail be the firft Part of his Work; and 
in the Second Part he intends to examine and Anf{wer the Chief 
ObjeGtions of our Diffenting Brethren. Inthe whole Perfor- 
mance he propofes to take care to confine himfelf within the 
Limits of Chriftian Moderation and Brotherly Love, avoiding 
all Bitternefs and Perfonal Reflections. 


ARGUMENT I. 
Taken from the Nature of that Separation. 


And here Mr. Pag argues Categorically,‘and fays: “A 
‘© Caufelefs Separation from an Eftablifh’d Chriftian Ghurch, 
“¢ is an unlawful Separation: But the Separation of the Diffen- 
“ ters from the Church of England, is a Caufelefs Separation, 


“¢ therefore their Separation is unlawful.” 7 
“- , pa 





ce 
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As tothe firft Propofition, hetakes it for granted, fince the 
Diffenters themfelves do not deny the Truth of it: But ’tis at 
the Second, it feems, that they ftick, and fay, That their Se- 
paration from the Church of England, is not a Caufelefs Separa- 
tion, but founded upon good and fubftantial Reafons. 


To evince the contrary of this, our Author raifes this Hypo- 
thetical Syllogifm: “ If the Church of Exgland be a true 
“* Church of Chrift, and keep all the Effentials and Fuadamen- 
tals of Religion , and impofeth nothing againft the Word of 
God, fo that Chriftians may work their Salvation in joining 
and adhering to it, then there is no lawful Caufe for Separa- 
** tionfrom it: But, by our Diflenting Brethren’s own Confef- 
* fion, the Church of England is a true Church of Chrift, 
and keepeth all the Fundamentals of° Religion , fo that 
Chriftians may work their Salvation in joining and adhering 
to it; Therefore there is no juft and lawful Caufe of a Sepa- 
** ration. 


at 
ce 
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To this Argument, he tells us, the Diffenters obje&, That 
itis mot neceffary to juftifie their Separation, that our Church fhoxld 
deftroy the Foundations of Religion: But it fufficeth, that there are fe- 
veral things practifed inthe Worfhip, Ceremonies, and Difcipline of 
it, which are unlawful, and they cannot in Confcience joyn with us in 
aWorfhip they think defective, ashaving no Foundation in the Word 
of God. 


Mr. Pagis has feveral things to reply to this Main Objection, 
as (1.) Hedefires us to refle& upon the Diflenters Confeffion, 
That our Church is a true Church of Chrift, and that Chrifti- 
ans may be fav’d in joining, and adheringtoit. For(ashe ar- 
gues if it be fo, Why fhould not they be faved in this Church 
as well as others? What canthey propofe to themfelves more 
- in any Charch, but the Glory of God, and their own Salva- 
tion ? And if this may be attained (adds he) without a Sepa- 
ration, Why fhould they caufe fuch a Ferment in the Nation, 
and difturb the Peace and Unity of the Church, for the doing 
of that which themfelves own may be perform’d without it? 
To what they anfwer to this, he gives a fufficieat Reply, and 
then proceeds (2..) to anfwer more pofitively to their ae de 

a : at 
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“ That there are feveral Practices in the Church of England, 
which are unlawful, ‘which maketh‘their Separation Nedef- 
fary. ?~ Now herep out Author would fain Khow theit\ Mean: 
ing by the Word, Uslamful, fince it appears to hith that che 
Word it felf importeth ‘its Signification. Whatfoever  ¢. fays 
he ). is unlawful, is that which is againft fome Law either 
thetluaw:of God, or the Law of Nature, or the Humane Law 
of a lawful Authority-; ; fince te has’ ho Notion of any Liw; 
but of ‘thefe: three’ Softsa?* And here he-dské' id ‘General whe 
ther any ‘Diffenter caa'prodace any ‘of thefe* awe! which ig 
contradicted. by any ‘of the pretended: udlaw ful Practices of 
the Chava of England? 


: But: te Diftcaters farther bbjeck ins Windlextion of the Laws 
fulnets. of ‘their Separation, That iv 15° fuficient’ tht there be 
Jeveral things odéfettive in our? Church ; ands tthe the) iwAy which 
they follow 1s. much more perfe} than ‘that “of the: Chukchi! (To 
this our Author readily Anfwers. Ci) That’ it is very cer 
tiin, that there-is now no Church:Goveraiment, buPtheremay 
be ii) it fomedefeéts ; and we canhot expect ito be wrhier wifey 
asdong as it is put dnto thelhands' oft! Men}! tlatiarenot jnfabli 
ble. > (2. ) ‘Thati fuppofeg thamtie Chine tof England ver 
more Faults, than the Diflenting Congregationis;¥'yet hae 
can never juttifie their nee under the pretence of 


Reformation. il Ly fom 


Aindsliere: Mr. Pagis» compares: the‘Confhitution: of ‘the 
Church of England with that of the Diffenters, and fhews that 
there.are greater Imperfections in’ the Latter rhan'in» the’Por- 
mer. As (1.) The Diffenters cannot’ prove othe Settlement 
of: their Church Government by any Lawtul? Authority; 'iei- 
ther Spivitng}norRempéral s 'ficenone bi Hivate Men who 
had-no.Gommiffion'népther flonitite Charo nde from diesen? 
dick und drtakecthe fettiog: ‘up ofothtir -Oongteaitions Phi 
(adds he )’isareal Defeats: which faethe very Fetihtation 
of their Church-Government. (2.) He {ays that if “> con- 
fader the W orthip ofthe'Church of Fi po ig and? co Ge it 
witip tiae-ofothesPiflenting Googie As,«: wena ‘ 

OURS? 1S | og. hore \penteeenSaD theirs. = arhigate ee 
qr Ai siods staal ge Wenge que Kee ( y eiaxe 
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‘However the Diffenters, as Mr. Pagis informs us; will fay? 
That Church muft be the moft perfecwbich maketh the bef Chriftians,. 
but there are: generally better- Chriftians amongft Us. the Diffen.: 
ters] than in the Church of England, therefore our Church muf? 
be the. more perfeét. “Buthere again our Author denies thar: 
that the Diffentisg Churches have better ,Chriftians thanithe: 
Church of Exglandjand that for thefe Reafons,: 1.) Becaufe: 
it. is impoflible that. thofe Men who are. guilty: of: Schifm) that: 
break the Peace\and Unity of the Church, fhould~ be: better: 
Chriftians than.thofe who make it their Bufinefs to. maintain. - 
all the Members of the Church in Unity and Concord: ( 2. ): 
Though there are great many lewd and prophane perfons, 
who pretend to-be.of the: Church of England, this doth not 
make ,our. Church more defective than that of the Diffenters; 
fince..the.good.or bad behaviour of fome of the Members of 
a, Church doth. not make.the perfection or imperfe@ion of that. 
Church-otherwife than really it is. (3.) That in truth there 

re as, Good and Godly Chriftians,and even better in the Churclr 
of England, than amongft the Diflenters, Comparifons( (’tis. 
faid.) are odious; But, whether this: be {0 or no, we moft: 
leave the judicious part-of.the World, from theic.own Experis 
ence, to judge. | 
ARGUMENT IL 


«| Taken from one.of the Chief Ends and: purpofes of the Gofpell 


} "HOS 2m GeatiA otis iu -wias 

_ Mr. ‘Pagis Argument runs: thus ; “* That Separation from 
“ an Eftabliihed. Gheiftian Church, which oppofeth. and de 
+ ftroyeth one of the chief Buds.and purpofes of the Gofpel; 
is an unlawfol Separation; But the Diflenters Separation op- 
‘+ pofeth and-deftroyeth one: of the Ghief: Ends.and . purpofes 
“of the Gofpel,. viz. Peace, Unity, and-Concord among 
‘* Chriftians ; Therefore. their Separatioa is.Unlawful. ” 


this, he.tells: us, the Diffenters have: feveral -Ex- 
sas Firkt, That they are willing enough: to.come.to. the 
ch. provided: She would grant: them fuch.Texms.of. Com- 
munion as they. may. approve of bat asto thofe that are. an ite 
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free, they declare, that ‘they cannot in Confeience fubmit 0 
oP ‘ . 

Waving all particular Anfwers to this Exception, he at pre- 
fent only makes fome general Obfervations upon it; as ( 1.) 
Is there any Reafon and Juftice that Inferiors fhould give Law 
to their’Superiors, or Children to theit Parents, ot {ome par- 
ticular Members of the Church to the whole Church? (2. ) 
That our Diffeatiang Brethren fhould confider that there is a 
great Difference between their Minifters, and their Lay-People: 
Since there are fome Subfcriptions, Affent, and Confear, and 
fome Oaths required from thofe that will be in Orders, and 
qualifie themfelves for any Paftoral Office, which, he will fup- 
pofe, may be contrary to the Conftiences of feveral’ of the 
Noa Contormilts Minifters ; and thofethat have received Or- 
ders trom their Presbytery, will hardly comply to take a Re- 
ordiaation from the Bifhops. With Refpe& to the Minifters, 
he fays, by the by, That they might no more fcruple to be re- 
ordain’d by Bifhops, for the Sake’ of the Church’s Peace, than 
the French Refugees did; who, though they were as well, ac 
leaft, admitted into the Minifterial ‘Office as our Non-Confor- 
mift Minifters; yet did not fcruple to take a Re-ordination 
herein England, from the Bifhops, when an Occafion was of- 
fer’d to them of fome Paftoral Offices in the’ Church. Under 
this Particular, he corrects feveral of Mr. ‘Calamy’s' Miftakes, 
in the firft Part of his Defence of Moderate ‘Non-Conformity, 
relating to Re-ordination; and then proceeds (3.) to obferve, 
That as to the Lay-People, they have no Reafon at all to de- 
mand any other Terms from the Church, ‘that they might fafe- 
ly communicate with us, than thofe which are already eftab- 
lith’'d: For there is nothing ‘requir’d of the Pedpleé, ‘but’ only 
their Prefence and Attendance, with Piety, Zeal, and Devce 
tion, in all the Parts of the Divine Service, in the Prayers, the 
Reading and Expoundiag of the Word of God, rc, (4.) He 
obferves, that our Diffeating Brethren may finda better Way 
to receive Satisfaction from our Church, than todemand Terms 
of Communion, before they make any Steps towards their Re- 
conciliation: And that is, that'they thould exprefs ‘au hearty 
Defire of Peace and Unity with the Church, which they cannot 
do better than by renouncing their Separation: And when they 
are once with us, they may much better fucceed in their De- 
Kkkk 2 mands 
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mands ofa Reformation of thofe Things which.bay dillike. This: 
Particular contains an Anfwer tothe Second and Third Excep- 


‘ tions of the Diffenters againft Conformity. 
ae ARGUMENT lit 


Taken from the Braff 04 of our, Savinetaed. bes Apoftles, and from 
the whole C Wwifesan | Church. an aff pureft “gers 


The ‘Argument as drawn np by. Mr. Pas runs thus >“ If 
our Saviour thought himfelt..ablized to hold Communion. 
with the Eftablifa'd,Church of, the. Na ition of the Jews, who 
were his Brethren according to sre, Flehh, and).to hold Com. 
munion, notwithitanding. the. fal(e, Dottrines, Errors, and 
** Superftitions of that, Church; thea the2iffenters, who pre- 
7 eal to. be Followers and Dilciples of Chrift, are likewife 
“ obliged tohold Communion with the Eftablithed Church of 
* their Nation, and join .with, ber in Divioe Service: Tho’ 
“* there were Errors.and conliderable Defeéts in her DoSrine: 
« aad Practices, Bat our Saviour,thougbt himfelf obliged. to: 
Hold Communion with the Eltablifh’d Church ef his ‘Nation, 
*< which was the Church of the Yews, &c. Therefore the Dif- 
** fenters are obliged to hold Communion with the Eftablifh’d 
‘*¢ Churchof their. Nation, @c.” Againft the. Conclufion of 
this Argument,be forefees, many,Things,may-be objeted, which 
he takes into. Examination, and conafutess:;. Then he proceeds: 
to his Fourth and Laft Argument, , which i ig, |! 7 


“ARGUMENT Lv... 


Taken from ib. pine aud confeant Baaiiiae of the. Old NorsCons 
- vst} ba vpdeamee/ baalans. big 


Here our ene tells -us,. That he: isa howe of Trath: 4s 
well as of Peace ; and that as he-propofes to himfelf the Peace 
of the Church, fo he will produce nothing in Reference to the 
_ Citations, out, "of the, Non- Conformifts, . but.whatche can direst: 


his Reader to the toe aye ithe Hiatks, and. fome- 
times the Pages where ie she found: | 


obs 
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He begins with the famous Mr. Dod, who on the Command- 
ments, perfwadeth People to come to Church at the Beeinning of 
the Publick Prayers of the Liturgy, and not the Husband to come 
when the Prayers are half done, and the Wife when the Prayers are 
quite ended, Ande advifeth his own Daughter to take the Sacra- 


ment Kneeling. 


Another our Anthor produces, is Mr. Perkins, who in his Ex- 
pofition upon the Epifttle of Fude, hath this Paffage: ** If (faith 
“he the Church err in matters of Religion, then muft we 
conlider, whether the Error be in amore weighty and fub- 
* ftantial’ Point, or in matter oflefs Importance: If it be it 
** {maller Points(the Foundation being kept) we may not fep4- 
“ rate our felves. If it be in Subftance of Do@rive, or in the 
** Foundation 3 thei we muft confider whether it err of Hu- 
‘© mane Frailty,or of Obftinacy: If of Frailty,we may not fep- 
** rate: But if the Church err obftinately, then with a good 
“* Confcience, Separation may be made. Whence (concludes 
“Mr. Perkins) wefee, that noMan may with a good Confci- 
** ence feparate from the Church of England; feeing it teach- 
“ eth, believeth, and obeyeth the Doétrine of the Prephets 
‘** and Apottles. 


a4 


Mr. Burroughs is the next Author produc’d by Mr. Pagzs, 
who in his /ren » Chap. 2. fpeaketh thus: “ Men muft not fepa- 
*¢ rate froma Church, tho’ there be Corruptions in it, to ga- 
“¢ ther into a new Church, which may be more pure, and in 
** fome Refpeéts more comfortable; Firft, becaufe we never 
*¢ find the Saints in Scripture, feparating or raifing Churchesin: 
“* infuch: a: Cafe: And Secondly, there would be this prudent 
*¢ Maxim, The general: Peace of the Church fhonid be more 
“‘ regarded than fome comfortable Accommodations to our 


** felves. 


We fhall pafs over the reft of the Vouchers which our Au-- 
thor produces ia Defence of the Café which he maintains, only 
we beg Leave to infert one Paffage of Mr. Baxrer, in the De-- 
fence of his Cure, @&c. It runs thus, “ The Old Non-Confor- 
“ mifts were ocither Blind nor Temporizers; they faw the: 


“ Danger on both Sides, as well as we; our Light is not clear~- 
i; 






. 
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*¢ er, butlefs than theirs, we fee not farther into: that Caufe 
‘+ than they did. Change of Time doth not change the Trath, 
“¢ nor will warrant us to change our Religion, unlefs we re- 
“ folve to change as often as the Times change. If we read 
“ over the Old Non-Conformifts Books againft Separation, we 
“€ thall find the fame Objections anfwered: Thea judge whe- 
“* ther their Cafe and ours was notthe fame.’ Indeed (adds Mr. 
“| Baxter) the Cafe of Minifters Conformity is much altercd 
“ by aNew A@, which requires fubfcribing New Things: 
“ But that Part of the Liturgy, which the People are to join 
** ia, is made better and eafier, it being amended by Change 
“ of the Tranflation, aad by fome things explain’d, and fome 
“© longer Prayers: Aad Thirty Years ago there were many 
“ bare Reading, no Preaching Minifters, for one that there is - 
*€ now. Therefore our Cafe of Separation being the fame 
“© with what it was of old, it pities me tohear many fay, we 
“ are grown wifer now, and have more Light than they: . 
“© Whereas our Writings fhew upon the fame Subje&, that we 
‘© are far below them. The World knows, that the Turn of 
“© the Times puts molt of us into the fudden Pofleflion of our 
Opinions, without one half of the Study, which mes, Cart- 
wright, Parker, and others beftow’d upon thefe Points. As 
“* for them (concludes he) that fay, if Mr. Dod, Hilderfham, 
“* and Rogers were now alive, they would have been of their 
“¢ Minds: Idefire them to prove it; or not affirm it. Did 
“ the Old Non-Conformifts want Life and Heat, that could 


Gt 


‘ burn at a Stake for their Religion ? 


Ab 


We have given you this whole Paflage in Mr. Baxter’s own 
Words, which our Author wifhes were written in Capital Let- 
ters upon the Top of every Meeting-Houfe Door, that our Dif- 
fenting Brethren might daily read inthem the Sentence of their 
Condemnation, put out by one of their Principal Champions. 
Itis needlefs (fays Mr. Pagss) to add any thing to this Declara- . 
tion of Mr. Baxter. If (as he argues) the Old Non-Conformitts 
were in their right Senfes, and underftood as much of. this 
Matter as any of our New Separatifts, they were not miftaken 
in their Proteftatioa againft Separation : And it is to be wifhed 
that our Modern Difleaters might fee as clearly as they, both 
the Unlawfuloefs and the dangerous Mifchiefs of their woftl 
Separation. From the whole of this Argument, he onnclas ss: 

thas 
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that fince there is no alteration made in the Chureh of Fyo- 
land fince ‘their times, to warraut a Separation 5 That of 
our Diflenting Brethren now, is as Uulawful, as it was in the 
times of thofe Non-contormiits. 


Having done with-his own Arguments, he proceeds to. the 
Second Part of his Undertaking, wz. to anfwer the Objections 
which our Difleating Brethren do commonly make againit the 
Church of England, to juftifie their Separation. But here he 
defires his Readers to. obferve, that he fhal} not concern him{eif 
any farther in their Objections, than as they refpecét the Diffen- 
ters as Lay-perfons : and that itis beyond his intended purpole 
to examine the Objections that the Diffeating, Minifters make 
in reference to their Minifterial Office. 


The firft Objection then is this, The Diffenters fay, “ That 
* they are falfly Charged with a Schifmatical Separation, be- 
“ caufe they. do not altogether feparate from the Church of 
“* England; but they own that they may, and do- Communicate 
* with the Church ; and tho’ they do not makeita Conttant 
“¢ Praétice, yet they do it fometimes, and as there is occafion,. 
“ which is fufficient to keep themfelves free from a Schifimae- 
“ tical Separation.” 


To this.our Author replies, that he cannot’ conceive: what’ 
is a real Separation from a Church, if the Conftant Pra@tice 
of our Diffenting Brethren doth not make fuch an one from 
the Church of England,. The Notion which he coaceives of a 
Church-Separation, and he cannot imagine any. other, is this ; 
When: People. meet together to ferve God ina place feparate 
from the ufual appointed Place, and in a'Manner quite differeac 
from the Eftablifhed manner of Worhhip; aad @y the means 
of. a Miaiftry quite different from ( yea, and fet upia oppofi-- 
tion to.) the Eftablifhed. Miniftry, and at the very sime when. 
they fhould attend to the Worfhip and Miniftry of theChureh : 
He thinks thefe People are in actual State of Separation from: 
that Eftablifhed Church : But the. Diffenters do conftaatly, 
practife all thefe things, therefore they are inan Actual State of: 
Separation ;. and. he adds that he never faw a more real, Sepa- 


ration. in the whole Hiftory of the Church. 
Aftesr 
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After this he fhews how widely different the Cafe of the Diffen- 
ters in England is from that of the Foreign Reformed’ Charth- 
es, and then goes on to confider their Second ObjeCtion, where- 
in they fay, “‘ That they think themfelves obliged to go to 
“ fych Chriftian Congregations where they may receive better 
“ Edification, and that the Separate Congregations being 
« much more edifying than the Church of England, both in 
“ refpect of Divine Service, and of Preaching, they think them- 
* felves obliged to follow thofe Separate Congregations, ” 


In anfwer. to this he tells us, ¢ 1.) That fuppofe it were 
‘poflible for them to be better Edifyed in the Separate Congre- 
gations, they ought not for this Caufe only to feparate from 
the Church: fince no body ought to do an ill. thing fo arrive 
to a good end. (2.) That fuppofe again that the Diffenters 
may receive fome confiderable advantage in preferring the 
Separate Congregations; This Advantage is but peculiar to 
themfelves, and none but they do partake of that Benefit ; 
Bus the Mifchief and * ill Effeéts, which their Separation ‘natu- 
rally produceth, are general to the whole Nation, and they 
themfelves muftin the End partake with ‘the reft of the Peo- 
ple of England, in the Miferies and ill confequence of it : 
and on the Contrary, there is the general Good and Wel- 
fare of the whole Church and Nation} fach as Unity and Con. 
cord, Love and Charity, which might iffge out of their Con: 
formity to the Church.’ ( 3.) He would fain ask our Diffentiag 
Brethren what they mean by this better Edification, which they 
propofe to themfelves ? It muft, fays he, needs be a better way, 
and better Helps to ferve God, to be inftru&ed in their Chrifti- 
an Duties,eand their having in that way al} encourapements 
poflible to aGodly, Holy and Upright Life'and Converfation. 
He. fuppofes this to ‘be the Senfe of what they call, better Edi- 
fication. Now, Argueshe, if all thefe things can be attained 
fufficiently in our Church, what need haye they to go to look 
for them any were elfe ? Bat whoever is acquainted with the 
Church of England, her Divine Service and Miniftry, ‘knoweth 
that all thofe things can be attained by thofe who diligently, 
carefully and Devoutly apply themfelves" fo the’ performance 
of thofe Duties, which She'enjoyneth: "Thi he’ evintés in 
the Sequel of his Anfwer, with refpe@ to Praying to God, 
hearing 
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hearing the Holy Scriptures preach’d and expounded, and the 
Sacraments. But having eularg’d fo far already, we fhall not 
infift upon thefe Particulars, nor upon what he fays in An- 
fwer to the twoother Obje@ions, but fhall crave Leave to name 
them, leaving the Reader to be Judge of the Weaknefs or 
Strength of them, and of the Validity or Invalidity of the Re- 
plies made to them. 
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¢ and which have no Foundation in the Word of God. 


Their Third Objc&tion is “ That wicked and prophane Per- 
fons are fuffered in our Church, and even admitted to the 
Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper, tho’ they give no Tokens 
of their Repentance and Amendment; wherefore, fay they 
we cannot in Confcience joyn with fuch Perfons in the Di- 
vine Worfhip, and leaft of all receive the Sacrament with 
them withowt Daoger of being defil’d in fuch a Corrupted 
Society. 


Their Fourth Objection is, ““ That the Church of England 
doth impofe fuch Terms and Conditions of Communion, 
which they cannot fubmit to, without a@ing againft their 
Confcience: And they fay befides, if their Separation be 
finful, "tis not the Diffenters that are guilty of that Sin, but 
the Charge liethon the Church, which forceth them to fepa- 


rate, by impofing upon them thofe Humane Praétices, which 


they think contrary to the Liberty of the Chriftian Religion, 
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De Imperio Solis ac Lune in Corpora Humana, & Morbis inde. 
oriundis. Authore Richardo Mead, M.D.S.R.S. Ge. ie. 
Concerning the Influence of the Sun and Moon over Humane Rodies, 
and concerning the Difeafes which avife from thence. By Richard 
Mead, 14. D. F. R. S. and Phyfician of St. Thomas’s Ho/pital. 

~ London, Printed for Ralph Smith, 1704. 8vo. pag. 96. 


Aving in his Preface fhewn how ufeful the Knowlege of the 

9 Mathematicks is, in Order to come to a.comyleat Un- 
derftanding of the Art of Phyfick, aud having at the fame 
time made his due Acknowledgments to thofe from whom he 
had receiv’d any Afliftance in his Undertaking; Dr. AZead comes. 
in the firft Chapter of the Book it felf, te teli us, That the An-- 
cients of all Ages believ’d, that the Acceflions and Periodical. 
Circuits of very many Difeaies depended on the Power of the 
Moon: And that there were fome Difeafes which ow’d their 


Origine only to the Motions and Infipences of the Stars, and: 
other Heavenly Bodies. . 


The Method which our Author Propofes to himfelf, is, in 
the firft Place te fhew.that the Courfe of che Sun and Moon, bee. 
fides the various Mutations of the Times and Seafons of the 
Vear, whichit caufes, does varioufly affect our Bodies accorde 
ing to their various Stations, and difturbs the Motion of Flue 
ids. Secondly he propofesto enquire, what Lifeafes, and the 
feveral. Symptoms in Difeafes do derive their Origine from: 
hence. And them laftly, how far fuch Sort of Reafonings con- 


-duce to the Improvement of Phiyfick. 


He begins with fhewing what Influence the Motion of the Sun 
and Moon hason Winds, the Air, and the Ebbing and-Flowing 
of the Sea: And then accounts for the Reafons, why thofe Mo- 
tions of the Air which happen in Sea-Floods, at the New and- 
Full Moon, and during the Aquinox, havea Power of altering: 
the Conftitution of an Animal Body. Upon this: he raifes the 
following Obfervations, (1.) That all Animals ftand in need 
ef fome Degreesof heavy Air, whereby they may draw cae 

e 
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‘Breath the more freely, and with little Trouble} For the 
Breathable Fluid forces its felf into the empty Pipes of the 
Lungs by its owa Weight. Wherefore the Gravity of thei Ambi- 
ent Air at thofe Seafons being diminifh’d, a lefs Quantity there- 
of than ordinary will befuck’d into the Thorax, which fince it 
will be lefs forcible for qualifying the Blood, and promoting 
its Quicknefs whereby it flows into the Left Ventricle of the 
‘Heart, the Circulation of the Blood will be the flower: And 
conlequently the Secretion thereof into the Nerves will be 
lefs. (2) He obferves, that the Air proper for’ Refpiration, 
ovghc not only to be ponderous, but alfo to have a determinate 
Degree of Elafticity. (3.) That all Liquors or Fluids in an Ani- 
mal Body have acertain Elaftick Air contain’d in them, of fuch 
a Nature, that being once unloofed, it exercifes its Force over 
-allthe Parts: And this, fays he, is the Reafon of thofe Inteftine 
Motions to be obferv’d in the Klood and other Fluids. 


At the Clofe of his -firft Chapter, Dr. 44cad thinks it requi- 
fite to advertife us of thefe two Things. Firft, that the-moft 
notable Effect of che Caufes before explain’d, will appear ia, 
thofe who are of a weak and unhealthful Conftitution: And 
that on the contrary, they whofe Humours are more rapid and 
fluid, and whofe Fibres are more {trong aad robuft are able to 
refit thofe Iufluxes. Secondly, he would have us know that 
the other Stars have fome Force, which thd’ they may not e- 
qual the lafluence of tae Sun and Moon, do yet in feveral ways 
confpire to the Increafiag or diminifhing of their inflaxes over’ 


our Bodies. 


Inthe next Chapterhe enquires what Sorts of Difeafes, and 
what Symptoms in tho’ Difeafes owe their Origine, to the va- 
rious Motions and Pofitious of the Heavenly Bodies 5 And:here 
he inftance in Epilepfies, the Menftrual Proflvvia in Women, 
Convullions, Frenzies, Palfies, ec. His Method ‘is in the firlt 
Place to lay down the State of the Cate, aud thente affign the 
Reafons of its Phenomena or Symptoms. We-fhallinftance in 
one Notable Cafe, which may ferve as.a Specimen’ for; albthe 


Reft. 


The Cafeas related to our Author by Dr. Pitcarn is this, 
_ That he has vifited a Man of Thirty Years otf Age, thin i n Bo- 
LIil 2 dy, 
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dy, and inclining to Melancholly. : This Patient Nine Yeare 

before, after a large Effufion of Blood out of his Noftrils, of 

a fedden compiaia’s of the Motion of a certain Humour that 

feem’d to afcend from his right Hand to the Top of his Arm; 

and being depriv’d of his Senfes, fell to the Ground. Coming 

to himfelf foon after, he was feiz’d with fo grievous a Numb- 

nefs in that Hand, thathe could not move one: of his Fingers ; 

but his Right "Arm was ( whether he would or no) mov’d 
backwards and forwards with great Violence, for the 
Space’ of Four Minutes, “having loft the Ufe of his 
Tongue during that Time. This Malady retrn’d from the 

Firft Time it feizd him, every Year at a certain Seafon, viz: 

incthe Monaths of Adarch and September, that is, about the 

Vernal and Autumnal’Eqninox, at the New Moon. Now this- 
Cafe Dr. Afede tells us is remarkable upon the following Ac- 

counts. ( 1.) The Parox,{im-ofter happeas in the Night than 
in the Day. ( 2.) The tacce of it never affe¢ts the Feet or 

the left Arm. ( 3.) The Stupor, thet at the firft acceffion 

of thesDiftemper feized the Patient, does not take away the* 
Senfes. (4.) Whilft the Humour fill flow’d through the 

Hand, the Motion of the Fingers remain’d, but whenit reach’d: 
the Arm they lofe their Seafes together with the Humour. From 
whence the Humour paffes to the Right part of the Head, and- 
produces violent Motions in the Arm, for three or four Mi- 

nutes. (§:) In thofe Seaions of the: Year, in which the- 
Diftemper firft fiez’d the Patient, the Torpor retarns: fometimes: 
twice or thrice within the Space of an Hour, fometimes but 

once only in two or three Days time. (6.) The Ufe of Cold- 
Baths renders this Diftemper the Worfe, fince the Paroxyfms 

which fofowed were more violent than ufual. ¢7-) The Me- 

mory.is very much weaken’d, about the time when the Diftem- 

ger begins.to fieze the Patient. 


Ia the third and:laft Chapter he: proceeds: to the Ufe- 

which this Sort-of Enquiry affordsin the Curing of Diftem- 
rs; but having not room to enlarge, we muft leave. the: 
ther: perufal'of it to our Reader. 


The: 
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The State of Learning. 


OXON. 
fd feohirs from the Theatre in Oxor, The Works 
i PBB YT Hallicarnaffen fi, in-Greek and Latin, 1a twa: 


Volumes siete with very g: eat Improvements trom the 
M S53. of the Parican, France and Holland, By. the Editor, Yohn 
Hidfon, Keeper of the Bodleian Library. The Chronolo: gy is 
added to each Page of the Hiftory. Aind at the end, Com- 
pleat Tables from the firft Knowledge of time among, the 
Romans, to the Réign of Augufady With a Differtation, and 
the Life of Dionyffiss, &c, By Mr. Henry Dodwell. This Book. 
is delivered to the Subfcribers and others, by the Undertaker, 
Tho. Bennet, at the Half-/toon in St. Paul’s Church-Yard: 
In a Fortnight will be Pablifi’d, 

The Third Volume of the Lord Clarendon’s Hiftory of the 

Rebellion and Civils Wars in England; begun inthe Year 1641. 


LOND OWN?’ 


There is preparing for' the Prefs, and will be Publifh’d absuc: 
January next: The late General Coehorn’s Treatife of Forufi-. 
cation, with feveral Cutts’; Tranflated frem the Ditch Copy, 
Publith’d by himfelf: An@:- will be Printed for Daniel:AGidwin. 
rer’ at the Rofe and Crown in St. Paxl’s Church-Yard. tf 

There is-now Printed by the fame Perfor alfo,.New Ek- 
ments of Conic Sections: Together with a Method for their: 
Defeription on a Plane: Tranflated from the French Treatifey 
of Mr. dela Hire: By Bria Rob.nfon,''' 8V0. o Of 

Whereas by Approbatton of the Royal Society, Propofats': 
were publifrd in Afay, 1703: By, Fhomas Bennet Robert. Knapae 
lock, and Richard Wilkin, Bookfeiers ia St. Pawts Church- Yard). 


for- Printing the Philofophica/ Tranfactions;, difpofed’ under. 
Genes- 
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General Heads, and which fhould have-been ‘ready for the Sub- 
{cribers before the end of A4ichaelmas Term, in the fame Year: 
This is to give Notice, that (for the Reputtaion of the Work, 
and forthe full-Satisfation of all Gentlemen that have beea 
Encouragers of it) Fhe Author hath taken fo great Care in Me- 
thodizing and CorreGing the Multitude of Papers contain’d in 

it, that the Publication has been delay'd a whole Year, beyond 
the time intended... But now alj the Copy is ready, above 240 
Sheets aéually Printed off, the full Number propos’d) And 
fuchGentlemen as defire the Advantage of Subfcribing,sad who 
make their firft Payment (105) before the 20th of November, 
shall have all the Allowance afforded in the firft Propofals. 

N.B. All theCutts are new Graved,nothing Material is left out, 

nor will the Reader be burthened with any think that could be 
fpar'd, without prejudice to the feveral lageoians,; Authors. 
And altho’ the bulk of it be Increas’d by, about 40 Sheets more 
than were at firft intended, yet no Advance will be expected 
for that great Addition, by the Unadertakers. 


BOOKS Publifhed this Month, and not Abridg’d. 





A Sermon Preach’d on Sept. 
7. 1704. being the Day- 


ot Publick Thankfgiving, tor 
the Glorious ViGtory Obtain’d 
over the French and Bavarians, 
at Blenheim near Hochjtet. By 
R. Norris, Printed for Sohn 
Lawrence. 

Reflections on the Manage- 
ment of Sir G. Rooke, Knight 


A Sermon Preach’d atChefter 


and Wrexam Sept.7. 1704. By 


John Evans Printed, tor Ann 
Baldwin. - 


» The, Rights of the Protes 
ftant Diffenters, Part 2. Being 


ajVindication of their Right 


to an abfolute Toleration, 
from the Objections of Sir H. 
Mackworth in his Treatife In- 


Vice-Admiral of England, and tituled, Peace,.at Home, Pria- 
Admiral ¢c. in the:late Fight, ted in the Year 1705. ; 
in the Mediteranean, _,°. AThank{giving Sermon prea- 
A | Manifefto, alerting and ched atthe Cathedral Church 
clearing the Legal Right of of Rocheffer. on Sept. 7. 1704: 
the PrincefS Sophia, and Her By John Grant. Ms A. Preben- 
Iffie, The Serene Houfe gf dary of the Cathedral Church 
Hannover to the Succeflion of Rochefter and. Vicar of St. 
Scopland. Printed. for .Weliam .; Dunftan’s.in the Welt, Lendon. 
Rogers.’ >» - Printed ford, Rogers. 

















Aa Account, of the Inaova- 
tions made by the Archbifhop 
of Dublin, both in refpeé of 
hbisEatrance oa theArchbifhop. 
rick, and in Regard of the 
Dean and Chapter of Ciift- 
Courch. Printed ia the Year 
1704. 

A Sermon preach’d in the 
Cathedral Church of St Paulss 
London; before the Right Ho- 
nourable the Lord Mayor, and 
Aldermen of the faid City; 
Sunday the 2 of October 1704. 
By Wiliam Whitfield, Chaplaia 
in Ordinary to Her Majefty. 
Printed for The. Bennet. 

A Reprefentation, made by 
the Lower Houle of Convo- 
cation ; to the Archbifhopand 
Bifhops, Auzo 1703. Printed 
for Tho. Bennet. 

A Sermon Preach’d at the 


Tabdernacte in Spittle Fiedls, on_ 


Sept. 1704. Being the Day of 
Thankigiving. By’ S. Bromef- 
grove, M. A. And Preacher 
at the fame Tabernacle. Prin- 
ted for Atatthew Hotham. 

The Happy Pair, or a Poem 
on Matrimony, by the Honou- 
rable Sir Charles Sidley Baronet. 
Printed for F. Chantrey. 

The Arraignment, Trgal and 
Condemnation;of Captain John 
Q#elch, and others of his Com- 
paniois, cc. for Sundry Pyra- 
cies; Robberies, and Murders, 
Committed upon the Subjects 
of the King of Portugal, Her 
Majefty’s. Allie, oa the Coat 
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of Brazil, &c. Who upon fall 
Evidence, were fouad Guilty 
atthe Court Houfe ia Boffon, 
on the 13th of Fuve 1704. By 
Virtue of aCommiflion, Groun- 
ded upon the AG of the 11th. 
and 12th Years of King Wili- 
am, for the EffeQual Supprefli- 

on of Piracy. With the Ar- 

guments of the Queen’s Conn- 
cil, for tne Prifoners on the 

faid A& ; purfued by his Ex- 

cellency, Jofeph Dudley Efq; 

Captain General, and Come. 
mander in Chief, in and over 

Her Majefty’s Province of the 

Maffachufets- Bay in New-Eng- 
iand, in America, &c. to which 

are alfo added, fomePapers that 

were’ produced at the Iryal 

abovefaid, with an Account of 

the Ages of the feveral Prifo-. 
ners, and the Places where 

they were Born. Priated for: 
B. Bragg. 

A Sermon Preach’d upon 
the Thankfgiving Day Sepr. 7. 
1704. By Fobn Broughton M, 
A. Chaplain to his Grace, 
Printed tor T. Bennet. 

A Sermon Preach’d at Bar-. 
bury, on the fame Day, By Ben. 
jamin Loveling, M. A. Vicar of 
Banbury. in Oxfordfhire: Prine - 
ted for G. Thorp Bookfeller in 
Banbury, and Sold by 4. Balde - 
win, 

A. Sermoa Preached on the 
fate Day, at Bath. By Henry. 
Chandler. U.'D. M, 
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mon’ Preach’d before the Right 
Honourable the’ Lord» Mayor 
and Aldermen of London; at 
St. Paul’s Cathedral sept.’ 97. 
1704: By Samuel Prat, D DP. 
Clark oof ithe! Clofer to Ithe 
Queens '‘Majetty.: Priated-for 
Henry Bourwick, 

King Willams Ghoft, Prin. 
ted for S Malthus. - 3 

The Athenian Catechifm No: 
8: to which is added the Gen- 

tlemans Covrantcor News for 
the Ingenious. 1 ">: 

An Embaffy from Feaven : 
or the Ghoft of Queen A/Zary. 
A Poem by Mr. Eaward'Atwa- 
her Funior Printed. for ) 
Malthus. 

Toalia or the Sprightly Mute. 
Poems on feveral Occafions,; 
Tranflations from Martial. Pa- 


I 


| he Cciozks of the Leanne, 
“Returns of Meréy- W se?- SS papbpafere on Ovid, and Tibullus ; 


anid: Burlefque Verfeson diver, 
Sabjeds: ‘By # Nobleman 


of Fifteen! ‘who'd ciiens fhort- 


tocappear’ in Priat. Sold 
by'S. Walt? 8) 
mae feiPsad: Dwar PAR chat 
, of thewattle fongheo: ‘the 
rat of Angnft 1704 N. S. 
Hi the pizia of Hockfier, where- 
ia the Army of the Bieh Al- 
Hies uader the Conntttansd'of his 
Grace the Dake UF Atarlbone 
tokgh, ond Prince Eugene of 
Savoy, obtahied a moft Com. 
pleat and moi Glorious Vitto- 
ry, over the Combined Forces 
of the Ele@or of Bavaria, aud 
the-Martials of France ; alta ‘a 
and ‘Mar fin. 
who was’ ia the’ Engagement. 
Printed tor B} Dag: 
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